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House of Representatives
The House met at 10:30 a.m.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Cheek, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 3679. An act to provide for the minting
of commemorative coins to support the 2002
Salt Lake Olympic Winter Games and the
programs of the United States Olympic Com-
mittee.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed with amendments in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested, bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

H.R. 898. An act designating certain land in
the San Isabel National Forest in the State
of Colorado as the ‘‘Spanish Peaks Wilder-
ness’’.

H.R. 2884. An act to extend energy con-
servation programs under the Energy Policy
and Conservation Act through fiscal year
2003.

H.R. 3023. An act to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior, acting through the
Bureau of Reclamation, to convey property
to the Greater Yuma Port Authority of
Yuma County, Arizona, for use as an inter-
national port of entry.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the amendment of the
House to the amendment of the Senate
to the bill (H.R. 150) ‘‘An Act to au-
thorize the Secretary of Agriculture to
convey National Forest System lands
for use for educational purposes, and
for other purposes’’, with amendment.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed a concurrent resolu-
tion of the following title in which the
concurrence of the House is requested:

S. Con. Res. 154. Concurrent resolution to
acknowledge and salute the contributions of
coin collectors.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ment of the House to the bill (S. 835)
‘‘An Act to encourage the restoration
of estuary habitat through more effi-
cient project financing and enhanced
coordination of Federal and non-Fed-
eral restoration programs, and for
other purposes.’’.

The message also announced that the
Senate disagrees to the amendment of
the House to the bill (S. 2796) ‘‘An Act
to provide for the conservation and de-
velopment of water and related re-
sources, to authorize the Secretary of
the Army to construct various projects
for improvements to rivers and harbors
of the United States, and for other pur-
poses,’’ and agrees to a conference
asked by the House on the disagreeing
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votes of the two Houses thereon, and
appoints Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire,
Mr. WARNER, Mr. VOINOVICH, Mr. BAU-
CUS, and Mr. GRAHAM, to be the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

f

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of January 19, 1999,
the Chair will now recognize Members
from lists submitted by the majority
and minority leaders for morning hour
debates. The Chair will alternate rec-
ognition between the parties, with each
party limited to not to exceed 30 min-
utes, and each Member except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader or
the minority whip limited to not to ex-
ceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) for 5 min-
utes.

f

REPUBLICAN CONGRESS HAS
WORKED TIRELESSLY FOR
AMERICA

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, in this
pivotal election, the American people
will hear a lot of back and forth about
who works harder for their country.
Shakespeare wrote, ‘‘What’s past is
prologue.’’ And I believe no other
phrase can quite describe both the
achievements of the Republican Con-
gress and its vision for America’s fu-
ture.

In 1995 when Republicans took over
here in the House of Representatives,
one of the first orders of business for
the new Republican majority was to
declare that it was going to comply
and be bound by the same laws with
which all Americans are forced to com-
ply.

We reformed the bloated, inefficient
welfare system which held captive
many Americans who only wanted a
better life for their families. Providing
a welfare-to-work incentive for both
individuals and businesses, the Repub-
lican-led Congress succeeded in drop-
ping the welfare rolls to the lowest
level in history. Congress extended
health insurance under the Medicaid
program for millions of uninsured chil-
dren, giving them the proper care and
attention that they deserve. The Re-
publicans passed health insurance port-
ability to guarantee working Ameri-
cans that if they switched jobs or lost
their jobs, they could continue with
their current health coverage. We re-
formed the Food and Drug Administra-
tion, giving people quicker access to
lifesaving drugs and medical devices
and providing for better food quality.

The Republican Congress enhanced
criminal penalties for sexual crimes
against children and established a na-
tionwide tracking system for sexual
predators. We also enhanced punish-
ment for drug-induced rape. We boosted
education by increasing funding and
giving local school districts and States
the flexibility to use Federal funds to
best meet the needs of children.

For seniors, Mr. Speaker, we passed
legislation ending the Social Security
earnings limit test which unfairly pe-
nalized senior citizens for simply try-
ing to make a living. The House also
voted to roll back the 1993 Clinton-
Gore tax on Social Security benefits.

We passed legislation to repeal the
marriage penalty tax and the estate
tax here. Sadly and unfortunately, the
President vetoed both our bills and
chose to turn his back on millions of
Americans. We strengthened our na-
tional defense by increasing military
pay and retirement benefits, enhancing
health care benefits for veterans, pro-
viding the care and respect for our
military which this administration has
misused and forsaken.

And let us not forget the budget, Mr.
Speaker. The Republicans passed the
Balanced Budget Act and bound our ap-
propriations bills to spending caps. The
Nation’s checkbook is in the black and
we have paid down the debt by nearly
$270 billion.

I would like to point out that the
Democrats controlled the White House,
the Senate and the House, right here in
the 103d Congress. Instead of protecting
Social Security, Medicare and pro-
viding for prescription drugs, the
Democrats succeeded in increasing the
Social Security tax on seniors, increas-
ing the tax on gasoline, and increasing
the overall tax burden on Americans.
At the same time, the Democrats
squandered the Social Security sur-
plus. Before 1995, when Republicans
took over here, the Democrats spent
billions of dollars of the Social Secu-
rity surplus as if it was a slush fund for
Members of Congress.

The Republicans, in sharp contrast,
have chosen to lock the Social Secu-
rity surplus away, making it untouch-
able for anything except Social Secu-
rity. Last month, the House passed the
debt relief lockbox which will continue
our pledge to protect 100 percent of
both Social Security and Medicare
while providing for $240 billion in debt
reduction.

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that the Re-
publican Congress has worked tire-
lessly for the American people. We
have produced real solutions here in
Congress. We have fought hard and
passed legislation on welfare reform,
better health care, better education,
tougher criminal penalties, tax relief, a
stronger defense, a balanced budget,
debt reduction, and Social Security
protection.

We will not hear that, Mr. Speaker,
from the folks on the other side. They
refuse to state or admit the facts. They
are afraid that the American people
will see the truth, so I thought I would
come on the floor this morning to set
the record straight on the accomplish-
ments of the Republican-led Congress.

f

SOCIAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GIB-
BONS). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 19, 1999, the gen-

tleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH) is
recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Florida
for that introduction.

This represents the bleak future of
Social Security. Because of the sub-
stantial tax increase on American
workers, the FICA tax increase in 1983,
there is now more money coming into
Social Security than is needed to pay
out benefits. And again a reminder
that Social Security is a pay-as-you-go
program. Current workers pay in their
tax and it is almost immediately sent
out to current beneficiaries.

Because of the tax increase in 1983,
an extra surplus is coming in from the
higher tax. After 2015, we go into a
bleak future of somehow coming up
with the funding necessary to pay ben-
efits.

Let me just comment on this short
term surplus. During this surplus over
the next 10 years, there is going to be
$7.8 trillion. I know this gets into sta-
tistics but bear with me. In the next 10
years, there is going to be $7.8 trillion
coming into the Social Security; $5.4
trillion is going to be used to pay bene-
fits. That leaves a surplus over the
next 10 years in Social Security of $2.4
trillion.

Governor Bush has suggested that we
take $1 trillion out of that $2.4 trillion
and use it as a transition to set up per-
sonal retirement savings accounts. Un-
like the Vice President, he is not using
the same trillion twice. What he does is
take $1 trillion out of the $2.4 trillion
surplus. Benefits are already going to
be paid. There is $2.4 trillion left over.

In contrast, the Vice President has
suggested that we increase spending
over the next 10 years by $2.3 trillion.
So he is using that extra money to in-
crease spending. I think in terms of the
implication for our kids and our
grandkids, it is much better to start
solving the Social Security problem
than expanding government and mak-
ing these huge promises of increased
spending.

Let me comment briefly on the Vice
President’s suggestion for saving So-
cial Security. He is suggesting that if
we use this extra money coming in in
surplus, on- and off-budget a 2nd time
we can pay down the debt held by the
public. That is $3.4 trillion. Again the
total debt, what we owe Social Secu-
rity plus the other trust funds com-
bined with the $3.4 trillion, amounts to
a $5.6 trillion debt that we are going to
leave our kids if we do not start paying
it down.

So everybody agrees, let us start pay-
ing the $3.4 trillion of debt held by the
public, down. But the Vice President is
suggesting that somehow paying this
$3.4 trillion down and the savings of
the interest that we are paying on this
amount, to about $260 billion a year, it
is going to accommodate the shortfall
of $46.6 trillion between now and 2057.

Let me say that again. Mr. GORE is
suggesting that if we pay off this $3.4
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trillion, the interest savings is $260 bil-
lion a year. I think it is reasonable to
say, start using that $260 billion a year
saving to apply to the shortfall in So-
cial Security. The blue line at the bot-
tom represents the $260 billion a year.
But what is left of the shortfall even if
we have the guts, if we have the intes-
tinal fortitude to use all that interest
savings and apply it to Social Security,
there is still a shortfall of $35 trillion.

It is fuzzy math. It does not work. It
is a tremendous disappointment to me.
I have been chairman of the bipartisan
task force on Social Security in this
Chamber. It is a disappointment that
in the last 8 years we have not moved
ahead to solve Social Security. Be-
cause the longer we wait, the longer we
put off a decision to fix Social Security
more drastic the solution is going to
have to be.

We failed in the last 8 years to move
ahead on that proposal because of the
lack of leadership coming out of the
White House.

f

RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until noon.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 44
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon.

f

b 1200

AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House

was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PEASE) at noon.

f

PRAYER
The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.

Coughlin, offered the following prayer:
God of mercy and compassion, You

oppose the proud-hearted and are at-
tentive to the lowly.

It is better for us to humble our-
selves before You than for us to be hu-
miliated by others, or by events, or
even by our own weakness. With all hu-
mility we place ourselves and our des-
tiny in Your almighty hands.

May this proud and powerful Nation
stand before You today in truth. May
reflection on our history lead us to
gratitude and repentance. May the
present restlessness of the world, the
issues placed before this Nation, and
the responsibilities of this Congress
bring us to honest dependence upon
You, our Source of Wisdom, Patience
and Judgment now and forever. Amen.

f

THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the

gentleman from California (Mr.

GEORGE MILLER) come forward and lead
the House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
led the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

THANKS TO THOSE WHO HELP
KEEP THE CAPITOL OF THE
UNITED STATES FUNCTIONING

(Mr. PORTER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I am re-
tiring from the House after 21 years of
service, and I want to take this oppor-
tunity to do something that I and all of
us should do, and that is to thank the
other people that make this House,
this great institution, work.

We thank our staffs and we thank the
people who work here in the Chamber,
but I want to talk about the people
who run the elevators; about Bonnie
and Andre, and Shelly and Wendy, and
John and Sheila and Sylvia, and so
many more that put up with us day
after day. The people who run the res-
taurant, the House restaurant, Sally
and John and Miss Vickie, and many
more. The Capitol police, who protect
us with their lives. The people who run
the trains, the people who clean the of-
fices in the Capitol and keep it beau-
tiful for ourselves and for all of the
visitors. The people who repair and
maintain the Capitol complex, the peo-
ple from the office of the Architect of
the Capitol. The people who run the
congressional Federal Credit Union,
our cloakroom and the floor people,
Tim and Joelle, and Jim and Jay, and
others. Helen and Pat in our cloak-
room. Helen has been an institution, a
fixture in the House. Since 1939 she has
been serving Republican Members. Peo-
ple who run the take-outs and the res-
taurants and the office buildings in the
Capitol complex, the barber Joe Q. The
people who run the service offices, the
Member services, Caroline and Juanita.
The doorkeepers, the parliamentarians,
the TV and radio and press people, our
chaplain, the Congressional Research
Service people, the legislative counsel,
the people who run the House garages
and there are so many others who I
have not named.

There are so many who work so hard
for this institution and for its Mem-
bers. All of us can never thank them
enough for their wonderful service to
us and to this institution and to our
country.

f

TAX PACKAGE MUST INCLUDE
MINIMUM WAGE INCREASE AND
HELP FOR EMPLOYERS TO BE
SUCCESSFUL

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, last
March I passed an amendment to raise
the minimum wage $1 over 2 years,
from $5.15 to $6.15. The minimum wage
increase was then rolled in with a tax
cut.

I voted for that tax cut because I be-
lieve if the boss cannot afford the wage
increase, the boss will end up laying off
some of the people on the bottom end
of the ladder that are the very people
we want to help the most. The bottom
line is, what good is a pay increase if
someone loses their job? Beam me up.

But let me say this: Any final agree-
ment that does not both raise the min-
imum wage $1 over 2 years and also
give help to the companies and employ-
ers who hire our people will be a fail-
ure.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back all the poli-
tics of class warfare at the White
House.

f

TRIBUTE TO FORMER DISTRICT
DIRECTOR AND FRIEND, JOHN J.
MCGUIRE
(Mr. WALSH asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, on Mon-
day, October 16, John J. McGuire, my
former district director in Syracuse,
New York, and close personal friend,
died after a long battle with brain can-
cer. John served as an integral part of
my staff since my election to Congress
in 1988. Prior to that time, he served as
a compliance officer for 11 years with
the Wage and Hour Division of the
United States Department of Labor in
Syracuse.

John McGuire, a former Marine, was
a highly decorated disabled American
veteran. He is a past recipient of the
Veterans Service Award from the
United States Department of Veterans
Affairs, four Special Achievement
Awards and the Federal Distinguished
Career Award. After serving as a ser-
geant in the Marine Corps during the
Vietnam War, John taught English
both here in the United States and in
the Balkans.

With John’s death earlier this week,
his wife and children lost a terrific hus-
band and father; and I lost a neighbor,
a close adviser, and a loyal friend. The
Central New York community lost a
tireless worker and community advo-
cate, and the entire nation lost a dedi-
cated public servant and true American
patriot. He will certainly be missed but
never forgotten.

f

CONFERENCE REPORT ON S. 835,
ESTUARIES AND CLEAN WATERS
ACT OF 2000
Mr. BOEHLERT submitted the fol-

lowing conference report and state-
ment on the Senate bill (S. 835) to en-
courage the restoration of estuary
habitat through more efficient project
financing and enhanced coordination of
Federal and non-Federal restoration
programs, and for other purposes:
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CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 106–995)

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 835),
to encourage the restoration of estuary habi-
tat through more efficient project financing
and enhanced coordination of Federal and
non-Federal restoration programs, and for
other purposes, having met, after full and
free conferences, have agreed to recommend
and do recommend to their respective Houses
as follows:

That the Senate recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the House and
agree to the same with an amendment as fol-
lows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the House amendment, insert the
following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Estuaries and Clean Waters Act of 2000’’.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

TITLE I—ESTUARY RESTORATION

Sec. 101. Short title.
Sec. 102. Purposes.
Sec. 103. Definitions.
Sec. 104. Estuary habitat restoration program.
Sec. 105. Establishment of Estuary Habitat Res-

toration Council.
Sec. 106. Estuary habitat restoration strategy.
Sec. 107. Monitoring of estuary habitat restora-

tion projects.
Sec. 108. Reporting.
Sec. 109. Funding.
Sec. 110. General provisions.

TITLE II—CHESAPEAKE BAY
RESTORATION

Sec. 201. Short title.
Sec. 202. Findings and purposes.
Sec. 203. Chesapeake Bay.

TITLE III—NATIONAL ESTUARY PROGRAM

Sec. 301. Addition to national estuary program.
Sec. 302. Grants.
Sec. 303. Authorization of appropriations.

TITLE IV—LONG ISLAND SOUND
RESTORATION

Sec. 401. Short title.
Sec. 402. Innovative methodologies and tech-

nologies.
Sec. 403. Assistance for distressed communities.
Sec. 404. Authorization of appropriations.

TITLE V—LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN BASIN
RESTORATION

Sec. 501. Short title.
Sec. 502. Lake Pontchartrain basin.

TITLE VI—ALTERNATIVE WATER SOURCES

Sec. 601. Short title.
Sec. 602. Pilot program for alternative water

source projects.

TITLE VII—CLEAN LAKES

Sec. 701. Grants to States.
Sec. 702. Demonstration program.

TITLE VIII—TIJUANA RIVER VALLEY
ESTUARY AND BEACH CLEANUP

Sec. 801. Short title.
Sec. 802. Purpose.
Sec. 803. Definitions.
Sec. 804. Actions to be taken by the Commission

and the Administrator.
Sec. 805. Negotiation of new treaty minute.
Sec. 806. Authorization of appropriations.

TITLE IX—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Sec. 901. Purchase of American-made equip-
ment and products.

Sec. 902. Long-term estuary assessment.
Sec. 903. Rural sanitation grants.

TITLE I—ESTUARY RESTORATION
SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Estuary Res-
toration Act of 2000’’.

SEC. 102. PURPOSES.
The purposes of this title are—
(1) to promote the restoration of estuary habi-

tat;
(2) to develop a national estuary habitat res-

toration strategy for creating and maintaining
effective estuary habitat restoration partner-
ships among public agencies at all levels of gov-
ernment and to establish new partnerships be-
tween the public and private sectors;

(3) to provide Federal assistance for estuary
habitat restoration projects and to promote effi-
cient financing of such projects; and

(4) to develop and enhance monitoring and re-
search capabilities through the use of the envi-
ronmental technology innovation program asso-
ciated with the National Estuarine Research Re-
serve System established by section 315 of the
Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (16
U.S.C. 1461) to ensure that estuary habitat res-
toration efforts are based on sound scientific
understanding and innovative technologies.
SEC. 103. DEFINITIONS.

In this title, the following definitions apply:
(1) COUNCIL.—The term ‘‘Council’’ means the

Estuary Habitat Restoration Council established
by section 105.

(2) ESTUARY.—The term ‘‘estuary’’ means a
part of a river or stream or other body of water
that has an unimpaired connection with the
open sea and where the sea water is measurably
diluted with fresh water derived from land
drainage. The term also includes near coastal
waters and wetlands of the Great Lakes that are
similar in form and function to estuaries, in-
cluding the area located in the Great Lakes bio-
geographic region and designated as a National
Estuarine Research Reserve under the Coastal
Zone Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1451 et
seq.) as of the date of enactment of this Act.

(3) ESTUARY HABITAT.—The term ‘‘estuary
habitat’’ means the physical, biological, and
chemical elements associated with an estuary,
including the complex of physical and hydro-
logic features and living organisms within the
estuary and associated ecosystems.

(4) ESTUARY HABITAT RESTORATION ACTIV-
ITY.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘estuary habitat
restoration activity’’ means an activity that re-
sults in improving degraded estuaries or estuary
habitat or creating estuary habitat (including
both physical and functional restoration), with
the goal of attaining a self-sustaining system in-
tegrated into the surrounding landscape.

(B) INCLUDED ACTIVITIES.—The term ‘‘estuary
habitat restoration activity’’ includes—

(i) the reestablishment of chemical, physical,
hydrologic, and biological features and compo-
nents associated with an estuary;

(ii) except as provided in subparagraph (C),
the cleanup of pollution for the benefit of estu-
ary habitat;

(iii) the control of nonnative and invasive spe-
cies in the estuary;

(iv) the reintroduction of species native to the
estuary, including through such means as
planting or promoting natural succession;

(v) the construction of reefs to promote fish
and shellfish production and to provide estuary
habitat for living resources; and

(vi) other activities that improve estuary habi-
tat.

(C) EXCLUDED ACTIVITIES.—The term ‘‘estuary
habitat restoration activity’’ does not include an
activity that—

(i) constitutes mitigation required under any
Federal or State law for the adverse effects of
an activity regulated or otherwise governed by
Federal or State law; or

(ii) constitutes restoration for natural re-
source damages required under any Federal or
State law.

(5) ESTUARY HABITAT RESTORATION PROJECT.—
The term ‘‘estuary habitat restoration project’’
means a project to carry out an estuary habitat
restoration activity.

(6) ESTUARY HABITAT RESTORATION PLAN.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘estuary habitat

restoration plan’’ means any Federal or State
plan for restoration of degraded estuary habitat
that was developed with the substantial partici-
pation of appropriate public and private stake-
holders.

(B) INCLUDED PLANS AND PROGRAMS.—The
term ‘‘estuary habitat restoration plan’’ in-
cludes estuary habitat restoration components
of—

(i) a comprehensive conservation and manage-
ment plan approved under section 320 of the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C.
1330);

(ii) a lakewide management plan or remedial
action plan developed under section 118 of the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C.
1268);

(iii) a management plan approved under the
Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (16
U.S.C. 1451 et seq.); and

(iv) the interstate management plan developed
pursuant to the Chesapeake Bay program under
section 117 of the Federal Water Pollution Con-
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1267).

(7) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’
has the meaning given such term by section 4 of
the Indian Self-Determination and Education
Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b).

(8) NON-FEDERAL INTEREST.—The term ‘‘non-
Federal interest’’ means a State, a political sub-
division of a State, an Indian tribe, a regional
or interstate agency, or, as provided in section
104(f)(2), a nongovernmental organization.

(9) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means
the Secretary of the Army.

(10) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the
States of Alabama, Alaska, California, Con-
necticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Hawaii,
Illinois, Indiana, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis-
sissippi, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
North Carolina, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Texas, Virginia,
Washington, and Wisconsin, the District of Co-
lumbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, the United States Virgin Islands, Amer-
ican Samoa, and Guam.
SEC. 104. ESTUARY HABITAT RESTORATION PRO-

GRAM.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established an

estuary habitat restoration program under
which the Secretary may carry out estuary
habitat restoration projects and provide tech-
nical assistance in accordance with the require-
ments of this title.

(b) ORIGIN OF PROJECTS.—A proposed estuary
habitat restoration project shall originate from a
non-Federal interest consistent with State or
local laws.

(c) SELECTION OF PROJECTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall select es-

tuary habitat restoration projects from a list of
project proposals submitted by the Estuary
Habitat Restoration Council under section
105(b).

(2) REQUIRED ELEMENTS.—Each estuary habi-
tat restoration project selected by the Secretary
must—

(A) address restoration needs identified in an
estuary habitat restoration plan;

(B) be consistent with the estuary habitat res-
toration strategy developed under section 106;

(C) include a monitoring plan that is con-
sistent with standards for monitoring developed
under section 107 to ensure that short-term and
long-term restoration goals are achieved; and

(D) include satisfactory assurance from the
non-Federal interests proposing the project that
the non-Federal interests will have adequate
personnel, funding, and authority to carry out
items of local cooperation and properly main-
tain the project.

(3) FACTORS FOR SELECTION OF PROJECTS.—In
selecting an estuary habitat restoration project,
the Secretary shall consider the following fac-
tors:
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(A) Whether the project is part of an approved

Federal estuary management or habitat restora-
tion plan.

(B) The technical feasibility of the project.
(C) The scientific merit of the project.
(D) Whether the project will encourage in-

creased coordination and cooperation among
Federal, State, and local government agencies.

(E) Whether the project fosters public-private
partnerships and uses Federal resources to en-
courage increased private sector involvement,
including consideration of the amount of private
funds or in-kind contributions for an estuary
habitat restoration activity.

(F) Whether the project is cost-effective.
(G) Whether the State in which the non-Fed-

eral interest is proposing the project has a dedi-
cated source of funding to acquire or restore es-
tuary habitat, natural areas, and open spaces
for the benefit of estuary habitat restoration or
protection.

(H) Other factors that the Secretary deter-
mines to be reasonable and necessary for consid-
eration.

(4) PRIORITY.—In selecting estuary habitat
restoration projects to be carried out under this
title, the Secretary shall give priority consider-
ation to a project if, in addition to meriting se-
lection based on the factors under paragraph
(3)—

(A) the project occurs within a watershed in
which there is a program being carried out that
addresses sources of pollution and other activi-
ties that otherwise would re-impair the restored
habitat; or

(B) the project includes pilot testing of or a
demonstration of an innovative technology hav-
ing the potential for improved cost-effectiveness
in estuary habitat restoration.

(d) COST SHARING.—
(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—Except as provided in

paragraph (2) and subsection (e)(2), the Federal
share of the cost of an estuary habitat restora-
tion project (other than the cost of operation
and maintenance of the project) carried out
under this title shall not exceed 65 percent of
such cost.

(2) INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY COSTS.—The Fed-
eral share of the incremental additional cost of
including in a project pilot testing of or a dem-
onstration of an innovative technology de-
scribed in subsection (c)(4)(B) shall be 85 per-
cent.

(3) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal
share of the cost of an estuary habitat restora-
tion project carried out under this title shall in-
clude lands, easements, rights-of-way, and relo-
cations and may include services, or any other
form of in-kind contribution determined by the
Secretary to be an appropriate contribution
equivalent to the monetary amount required for
the non-Federal share of the activity.

(4) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The non-
Federal interests shall be responsible for all
costs associated with operating, maintaining, re-
placing, repairing, and rehabilitating all
projects carried out under this section.

(e) INTERIM ACTIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Pending completion of the

estuary habitat restoration strategy to be devel-
oped under section 106, the Secretary may take
interim actions to carry out an estuary habitat
restoration activity.

(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of the
cost of an estuary habitat restoration activity
before the completion of the estuary habitat res-
toration strategy shall not exceed 25 percent of
such cost.

(f) COOPERATION OF NON-FEDERAL INTER-
ESTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may not carry
out an estuary habitat restoration project until
a non-Federal interest has entered into a writ-
ten agreement with the Secretary in which the
non-Federal interest agrees to—

(A) provide all lands, easements, rights-of-
way, and relocations and any other elements
the Secretary determines appropriate under sub-
section (d)(3); and

(B) provide for maintenance and monitoring
of the project.

(2) NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS.—Not-
withstanding section 221(b) of the Flood Control
Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b(b)), for any
project to be undertaken under this title, the
Secretary, in consultation and coordination
with appropriate State and local governmental
agencies and Indian tribes, may allow a non-
governmental organization to serve as the non-
Federal interest for the project.

(g) DELEGATION OF PROJECT IMPLEMENTA-
TION.—In carrying out this title, the Secretary
may delegate project implementation to another
Federal department or agency on a reimbursable
basis if the Secretary, upon the recommendation
of the Council, determines such delegation is ap-
propriate.
SEC. 105. ESTABLISHMENT OF ESTUARY HABITAT

RESTORATION COUNCIL.
(a) COUNCIL.—There is established a council

to be known as the ‘‘Estuary Habitat Restora-
tion Council’’.

(b) DUTIES.—The Council shall be responsible
for—

(1) soliciting, reviewing, and evaluating
project proposals and developing recommenda-
tions concerning such proposals based on the
factors specified in section 104(c)(3);

(2) submitting to the Secretary a list of rec-
ommended projects, including a recommended
priority order and any recommendation as to
whether a project should be carried out by the
Secretary or by another Federal department or
agency under section 104(g);

(3) developing and transmitting to Congress a
national strategy for restoration of estuary
habitat;

(4) periodically reviewing the effectiveness of
the national strategy in meeting the purposes of
this title and, as necessary, updating the na-
tional strategy; and

(5) providing advice on the development of the
database, monitoring standards, and report re-
quired under sections 107 and 108.

(c) MEMBERSHIP.—The Council shall be com-
posed of the following members:

(1) The Secretary (or the Secretary’s des-
ignee).

(2) The Under Secretary for Oceans and At-
mosphere of the Department of Commerce (or
the Under Secretary’s designee).

(3) The Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency (or the Administrator’s des-
ignee).

(4) The Secretary of the Interior, acting
through the Director of the United States Fish
and Wildlife Service (or such Secretary’s des-
ignee).

(5) The Secretary of Agriculture (or such Sec-
retary’s designee).

(6) The head of any other Federal agency des-
ignated by the President to serve as an ex officio
member of the Council.

(d) PROHIBITION OF COMPENSATION.—Members
of the Council may not receive compensation for
their service as members of the Council.

(e) CHAIRPERSON.—The chairperson shall be
elected by the Council from among its members
for a 3-year term, except that the first elected
chairperson may serve a term of fewer than 3
years.

(f) CONVENING OF COUNCIL.—
(1) FIRST MEETING.—The Secretary shall con-

vene the first meeting of the Council not later
than 60 days after the date of enactment of this
Act for the purpose of electing a chairperson.

(2) ADDITIONAL MEETINGS.—The chairperson
shall convene additional meetings of the Council
as often as appropriate to ensure that this title
is fully carried out, but not less often than an-
nually.

(g) COUNCIL PROCEDURES.—The Council shall
establish procedures for voting, the conduct of
meetings, and other matters, as necessary.

(h) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—Meetings of the
Council shall be open to the public. The Council
shall provide notice to the public of such meet-
ings.

(i) ADVICE.—The Council shall consult with
persons with recognized scientific expertise in
estuary or estuary habitat restoration, rep-
resentatives of State agencies, local or regional
government agencies, and nongovernmental or-
ganizations with expertise in estuary or estuary
habitat restoration, and representatives of In-
dian tribes, agricultural interests, fishing inter-
ests, and other estuary users—

(A) to assist the Council in the development of
the estuary habitat restoration strategy to be
developed under section 106; and

(B) to provide advice and recommendations to
the Council on proposed estuary habitat res-
toration projects, including advice on the sci-
entific merit, technical merit, and feasibility of a
project.
SEC. 106. ESTUARY HABITAT RESTORATION

STRATEGY.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after

the date of enactment of this Act, the Council,
shall develop an estuary habitat restoration
strategy designed to ensure a comprehensive ap-
proach to maximize benefits derived from estu-
ary habitat restoration projects and to foster the
coordination of Federal and non-Federal activi-
ties related to restoration of estuary habitat.

(b) GOAL.—The goal of the strategy shall be
the restoration of 1,000,000 acres of estuary
habitat by the year 2010.

(c) INTEGRATION OF ESTUARY HABITAT RES-
TORATION PLANS, PROGRAMS, AND PARTNER-
SHIPS.—In developing the estuary habitat res-
toration strategy, the Council shall—

(1) conduct a review of estuary management
or habitat restoration plans and Federal pro-
grams established under other laws that author-
ize funding for estuary habitat restoration ac-
tivities; and

(2) ensure that the estuary habitat restoration
strategy is developed in a manner that is con-
sistent with the estuary management or habitat
restoration plans.

(d) ELEMENTS OF THE STRATEGY.—The estuary
habitat restoration strategy shall include pro-
posals, methods, and guidance on—

(1) maximizing the incentives for the creation
of new public-private partnerships to carry out
estuary habitat restoration projects and the use
of Federal resources to encourage increased pri-
vate sector involvement in estuary habitat res-
toration activities;

(2) ensuring that the estuary habitat restora-
tion strategy will be implemented in a manner
that is consistent with the estuary management
or habitat restoration plans;

(3) promoting estuary habitat restoration
projects to—

(A) provide healthy ecosystems in order to
support—

(i) wildlife, including endangered and threat-
ened species, migratory birds, and resident spe-
cies of an estuary watershed; and

(ii) fish and shellfish, including commercial
and recreational fisheries;

(B) improve surface and ground water quality
and quantity, and flood control;

(C) provide outdoor recreation; and
(D) address other areas of concern that the

Council determines to be appropriate for consid-
eration;

(4) addressing the estimated historic losses, es-
timated current rate of loss, and extent of the
threat of future loss or degradation of each type
of estuary habitat;

(5) measuring the rate of change for each type
of estuary habitat;

(6) selecting a balance of smaller and larger
estuary habitat restoration projects; and

(7) ensuring equitable geographic distribution
of projects funded under this title.

(e) PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT.—Before
the Council adopts a final or revised estuary
habitat restoration strategy, the Secretary shall
publish in the Federal Register a draft of the es-
tuary habitat restoration strategy and provide
an opportunity for public review and comment.

(f) PERIODIC REVISION.—Using data and infor-
mation developed through project monitoring
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and management, and other relevant informa-
tion, the Council may periodically review and
update, as necessary, the estuary habitat res-
toration strategy.
SEC. 107. MONITORING OF ESTUARY HABITAT

RESTORATION PROJECTS.
(a) UNDER SECRETARY.—In this section, the

term ‘‘Under Secretary’’ means the Under Sec-
retary for Oceans and Atmosphere of the De-
partment of Commerce.

(b) DATABASE OF RESTORATION PROJECT IN-
FORMATION.—The Under Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the Council, shall develop and main-
tain an appropriate database of information
concerning estuary habitat restoration projects
carried out under this title, including informa-
tion on project techniques, project completion,
monitoring data, and other relevant informa-
tion.

(c) MONITORING DATA STANDARDS.—The
Under Secretary, in consultation with the Coun-
cil, shall develop standard data formats for
monitoring projects, along with requirements for
types of data collected and frequency of moni-
toring.

(d) COORDINATION OF DATA.—The Under Sec-
retary shall compile information that pertains to
estuary habitat restoration projects from other
Federal, State, and local sources and that meets
the quality control requirements and data
standards established under this section.

(e) USE OF EXISTING PROGRAMS.—The Under
Secretary shall use existing programs within the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion to create and maintain the database re-
quired under this section.

(f) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Under Sec-
retary shall make the information collected and
maintained under this section available to the
public.
SEC. 108. REPORTING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—At the end of the third and
fifth fiscal years following the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary, after consid-
ering the advice and recommendations of the
Council, shall transmit to Congress a report on
the results of activities carried out under this
title.

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—A report under
subsection (a) shall include—

(1) data on the number of acres of estuary
habitat restored under this title, including de-
scriptions of, and partners involved with,
projects selected, in progress, and completed
under this title that comprise those acres;

(2) information from the database established
under section 107(b) related to ongoing moni-
toring of projects to ensure that short-term and
long-term restoration goals are achieved;

(3) an estimate of the long-term success of
varying restoration techniques used in carrying
out estuary habitat restoration projects;

(4) a review of how the information described
in paragraphs (1) through (3) has been incor-
porated in the selection and implementation of
estuary habitat restoration projects;

(5) a review of efforts made to maintain an
appropriate database of restoration projects car-
ried out under this title; and

(6) a review of the measures taken to provide
the information described in paragraphs (1)
through (3) to persons with responsibility for as-
sisting in the restoration of estuary habitat.
SEC. 109. FUNDING.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
(1) ESTUARY HABITAT RESTORATION

PROJECTS.—There is authorized to be appro-
priated to the Secretary for carrying out and
providing technical assistance for estuary habi-
tat restoration projects—

(A) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2001;
(B) $50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2002

and 2003;
(C) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; and
(D) $75,000,000 for fiscal year 2005.

Such sums shall remain available until ex-
pended.

(2) MONITORING.—There is authorized to be
appropriated to the Under Secretary for Oceans
and Atmosphere of the Department of Commerce
for the acquisition, maintenance, and manage-
ment of monitoring data on restoration projects
carried out under this title, $1,500,000 for each
of fiscal years 2001 through 2005. Such sums
shall remain available until expended.

(b) SET-ASIDE FOR ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES
OF THE COUNCIL.—Not to exceed 3 percent of the
amounts appropriated for a fiscal year under
subsection (a)(1) or $1,500,000, whichever is
greater, may be used by the Secretary for ad-
ministration and operation of the Council.
SEC. 110. GENERAL PROVISIONS.

(a) AGENCY CONSULTATION AND COORDINA-
TION.—In carrying out this title, the Secretary
shall, as necessary, consult with, cooperate
with, and coordinate its activities with the ac-
tivities of other Federal departments and agen-
cies.

(b) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS; MEMORANDA
OF UNDERSTANDING.—In carrying out this title,
the Secretary may—

(1) enter into cooperative agreements with
Federal, State, and local government agencies
and other entities; and

(2) execute such memoranda of understanding
as are necessary to reflect the agreements.

(c) FEDERAL AGENCY FACILITIES AND PER-
SONNEL.—Federal agencies may cooperate in
carrying out scientific and other programs nec-
essary to carry out this title, and may provide
facilities and personnel, for the purpose of as-
sisting the Council in carrying out its duties
under this title.

(d) IDENTIFICATION AND MAPPING OF DREDGED
MATERIAL DISPOSAL SITES.—In consultation
with appropriate Federal and non-Federal pub-
lic entities, the Secretary shall undertake, and
update as warranted by changed conditions,
surveys to identify and map sites appropriate
for beneficial uses of dredged material for the
protection, restoration, and creation of aquatic
and ecologically related habitats, including wet-
lands, in order to further the purposes of this
title.

(e) STUDY OF BIOREMEDIATION TECHNOLOGY.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days after

the date of enactment of this Act, the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection Agency,
with the participation of the estuarine scientific
community, shall begin a 2-year study on the ef-
ficacy of bioremediation products.

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The study shall—
(A) evaluate and assess bioremediation

technology—
(i) on low-level petroleum hydrocarbon con-

tamination from recreational boat bilges;
(ii) on low-level petroleum hydrocarbon con-

tamination from stormwater discharges;
(iii) on nonpoint petroleum hydrocarbon dis-

charges; and
(iv) as a first response tool for petroleum hy-

drocarbon spills; and
(B) recommend management actions to opti-

mize the return of a healthy and balanced eco-
system and make improvements in the quality
and character of estuarine waters.

TITLE II—CHESAPEAKE BAY
RESTORATION

SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Chesapeake

Bay Restoration Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 202. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—
(1) the Chesapeake Bay is a national treasure

and a resource of worldwide significance;
(2) over many years, the productivity and

water quality of the Chesapeake Bay and its
watershed were diminished by pollution, exces-
sive sedimentation, shoreline erosion, the im-
pacts of population growth and development in
the Chesapeake Bay watershed, and other fac-
tors;

(3) the Federal Government (acting through
the Administrator of the Environmental Protec-

tion Agency), the Governor of the State of
Maryland, the Governor of the Commonwealth
of Virginia, the Governor of the Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania, the Chairperson of the Chesa-
peake Bay Commission, and the mayor of the
District of Columbia, as Chesapeake Bay Agree-
ment signatories, have committed to a com-
prehensive cooperative program to achieve im-
proved water quality and improvements in the
productivity of living resources of the Bay;

(4) the cooperative program described in para-
graph (3) serves as a national and international
model for the management of estuaries; and

(5) there is a need to expand Federal support
for monitoring, management, and restoration
activities in the Chesapeake Bay and the tribu-
taries of the Bay in order to meet and further
the original and subsequent goals and commit-
ments of the Chesapeake Bay Program.

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this title
are—

(1) to expand and strengthen cooperative ef-
forts to restore and protect the Chesapeake Bay;
and

(2) to achieve the goals established in the
Chesapeake Bay Agreement.
SEC. 203. CHESAPEAKE BAY.

Section 117 of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1267) is amended to read
as follows:
‘‘SEC. 117. CHESAPEAKE BAY.

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply:

‘‘(1) ADMINISTRATIVE COST.—The term ‘admin-
istrative cost’ means the cost of salaries and
fringe benefits incurred in administering a grant
under this section.

‘‘(2) CHESAPEAKE BAY AGREEMENT.—The term
‘Chesapeake Bay Agreement’ means the formal,
voluntary agreements executed to achieve the
goal of restoring and protecting the Chesapeake
Bay ecosystem and the living resources of the
Chesapeake Bay ecosystem and signed by the
Chesapeake Executive Council.

‘‘(3) CHESAPEAKE BAY ECOSYSTEM.—The term
‘Chesapeake Bay ecosystem’ means the eco-
system of the Chesapeake Bay and its water-
shed.

‘‘(4) CHESAPEAKE BAY PROGRAM.—The term
‘Chesapeake Bay Program’ means the program
directed by the Chesapeake Executive Council in
accordance with the Chesapeake Bay Agree-
ment.

‘‘(5) CHESAPEAKE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL.—The
term ‘Chesapeake Executive Council’ means the
signatories to the Chesapeake Bay Agreement.

‘‘(6) SIGNATORY JURISDICTION.—The term ‘sig-
natory jurisdiction’ means a jurisdiction of a
signatory to the Chesapeake Bay Agreement.

‘‘(b) CONTINUATION OF CHESAPEAKE BAY PRO-
GRAM.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In cooperation with the
Chesapeake Executive Council (and as a member
of the Council), the Administrator shall con-
tinue the Chesapeake Bay Program.

‘‘(2) PROGRAM OFFICE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall

maintain in the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy a Chesapeake Bay Program Office.

‘‘(B) FUNCTION.—The Chesapeake Bay Pro-
gram Office shall provide support to the Chesa-
peake Executive Council by—

‘‘(i) implementing and coordinating science,
research, modeling, support services, moni-
toring, data collection, and other activities that
support the Chesapeake Bay Program;

‘‘(ii) developing and making available,
through publications, technical assistance, and
other appropriate means, information pertaining
to the environmental quality and living re-
sources of the Chesapeake Bay ecosystem;

‘‘(iii) in cooperation with appropriate Federal,
State, and local authorities, assisting the sig-
natories to the Chesapeake Bay Agreement in
developing and implementing specific action
plans to carry out the responsibilities of the sig-
natories to the Chesapeake Bay Agreement;
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‘‘(iv) coordinating the actions of the Environ-

mental Protection Agency with the actions of
the appropriate officials of other Federal agen-
cies and State and local authorities in devel-
oping strategies to—

‘‘(I) improve the water quality and living re-
sources in the Chesapeake Bay ecosystem; and

‘‘(II) obtain the support of the appropriate of-
ficials of the agencies and authorities in achiev-
ing the objectives of the Chesapeake Bay Agree-
ment; and

‘‘(v) implementing outreach programs for pub-
lic information, education, and participation to
foster stewardship of the resources of the Chesa-
peake Bay.

‘‘(c) INTERAGENCY AGREEMENTS.—The Admin-
istrator may enter into an interagency agree-
ment with a Federal agency to carry out this
section.

‘‘(d) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND ASSISTANCE
GRANTS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In cooperation with the
Chesapeake Executive Council, the Adminis-
trator may provide technical assistance, and as-
sistance grants, to nonprofit organizations,
State and local governments, colleges, univer-
sities, and interstate agencies to carry out this
section, subject to such terms and conditions as
the Administrator considers appropriate.

‘‘(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-

paragraph (B), the Federal share of an assist-
ance grant provided under paragraph (1) shall
be determined by the Administrator in accord-
ance with guidance issued by the Administrator.

‘‘(B) SMALL WATERSHED GRANTS PROGRAM.—
The Federal share of an assistance grant pro-
vided under paragraph (1) to carry out an im-
plementing activity under subsection (g)(2) shall
not exceed 75 percent of eligible project costs, as
determined by the Administrator.

‘‘(3) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—An assistance
grant under paragraph (1) shall be provided on
the condition that non-Federal sources provide
the remainder of eligible project costs, as deter-
mined by the Administrator.

‘‘(4) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—Administrative
costs shall not exceed 10 percent of the annual
grant award.

‘‘(e) IMPLEMENTATION AND MONITORING
GRANTS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a signatory jurisdiction
has approved and committed to implement all or
substantially all aspects of the Chesapeake Bay
Agreement, on the request of the chief executive
of the jurisdiction, the Administrator—

‘‘(A) shall make a grant to the jurisdiction for
the purpose of implementing the management
mechanisms established under the Chesapeake
Bay Agreement, subject to such terms and con-
ditions as the Administrator considers appro-
priate; and

‘‘(B) may make a grant to a signatory juris-
diction for the purpose of monitoring the Chesa-
peake Bay ecosystem.

‘‘(2) PROPOSALS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A signatory jurisdiction

described in paragraph (1) may apply for a
grant under this subsection for a fiscal year by
submitting to the Administrator a comprehensive
proposal to implement management mechanisms
established under the Chesapeake Bay Agree-
ment.

‘‘(B) CONTENTS.—A proposal under subpara-
graph (A) shall include—

‘‘(i) a description of proposed management
mechanisms that the jurisdiction commits to
take within a specified time period, such as re-
ducing or preventing pollution in the Chesa-
peake Bay and its watershed or meeting appli-
cable water quality standards or established
goals and objectives under the Chesapeake Bay
Agreement; and

‘‘(ii) the estimated cost of the actions proposed
to be taken during the fiscal year.

‘‘(3) APPROVAL.—If the Administrator finds
that the proposal is consistent with the Chesa-
peake Bay Agreement and the national goals es-

tablished under section 101(a), the Adminis-
trator may approve the proposal for an award.

‘‘(4) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of a
grant under this subsection shall not exceed 50
percent of the cost of implementing the manage-
ment mechanisms during the fiscal year.

‘‘(5) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—A grant under this
subsection shall be made on the condition that
non-Federal sources provide the remainder of
the costs of implementing the management
mechanisms during the fiscal year.

‘‘(6) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—Administrative
costs shall not exceed 10 percent of the annual
grant award.

‘‘(7) REPORTING.—On or before October 1 of
each fiscal year, the Administrator shall make
available to the public a document that lists and
describes, in the greatest practicable degree of
detail—

‘‘(A) all projects and activities funded for the
fiscal year;

‘‘(B) the goals and objectives of projects fund-
ed for the previous fiscal year; and

‘‘(C) the net benefits of projects funded for
previous fiscal years.

‘‘(f) FEDERAL FACILITIES AND BUDGET CO-
ORDINATION.—

‘‘(1) SUBWATERSHED PLANNING AND RESTORA-
TION.—A Federal agency that owns or operates
a facility (as defined by the Administrator)
within the Chesapeake Bay watershed shall
participate in regional and subwatershed plan-
ning and restoration programs.

‘‘(2) COMPLIANCE WITH AGREEMENT.—The
head of each Federal agency that owns or occu-
pies real property in the Chesapeake Bay water-
shed shall ensure that the property, and actions
taken by the agency with respect to the prop-
erty, comply with the Chesapeake Bay Agree-
ment, the Federal Agencies Chesapeake Eco-
system Unified Plan, and any subsequent agree-
ments and plans.

‘‘(3) BUDGET COORDINATION.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—As part of the annual

budget submission of each Federal agency with
projects or grants related to restoration, plan-
ning, monitoring, or scientific investigation of
the Chesapeake Bay ecosystem, the head of the
agency shall submit to the President a report
that describes plans for the expenditure of the
funds under this section.

‘‘(B) DISCLOSURE TO THE COUNCIL.—The head
of each agency referred to in subparagraph (A)
shall disclose the report under that subpara-
graph with the Chesapeake Executive Council
as appropriate.

‘‘(g) CHESAPEAKE BAY PROGRAM.—
‘‘(1) MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES.—The Adminis-

trator, in coordination with other members of
the Chesapeake Executive Council, shall ensure
that management plans are developed and im-
plementation is begun by signatories to the
Chesapeake Bay Agreement to achieve and
maintain—

‘‘(A) the nutrient goals of the Chesapeake
Bay Agreement for the quantity of nitrogen and
phosphorus entering the Chesapeake Bay and
its watershed;

‘‘(B) the water quality requirements necessary
to restore living resources in the Chesapeake
Bay ecosystem;

‘‘(C) the Chesapeake Bay Basinwide Toxins
Reduction and Prevention Strategy goal of re-
ducing or eliminating the input of chemical con-
taminants from all controllable sources to levels
that result in no toxic or bioaccumulative im-
pact on the living resources of the Chesapeake
Bay ecosystem or on human health;

‘‘(D) habitat restoration, protection, creation,
and enhancement goals established by Chesa-
peake Bay Agreement signatories for wetlands,
riparian forests, and other types of habitat asso-
ciated with the Chesapeake Bay ecosystem; and

‘‘(E) the restoration, protection, creation, and
enhancement goals established by the Chesa-
peake Bay Agreement signatories for living re-
sources associated with the Chesapeake Bay
ecosystem.

‘‘(2) SMALL WATERSHED GRANTS PROGRAM.—
The Administrator, in cooperation with the
Chesapeake Executive Council, shall—

‘‘(A) establish a small watershed grants pro-
gram as part of the Chesapeake Bay Program;
and

‘‘(B) offer technical assistance and assistance
grants under subsection (d) to local governments
and nonprofit organizations and individuals in
the Chesapeake Bay region to implement—

‘‘(i) cooperative tributary basin strategies that
address the water quality and living resource
needs in the Chesapeake Bay ecosystem; and

‘‘(ii) locally based protection and restoration
programs or projects within a watershed that
complement the tributary basin strategies, in-
cluding the creation, restoration, protection, or
enhancement of habitat associated with the
Chesapeake Bay ecosystem.

‘‘(h) STUDY OF CHESAPEAKE BAY PROGRAM.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than April 22,

2003, and every 5 years thereafter, the Adminis-
trator, in coordination with the Chesapeake Ex-
ecutive Council, shall complete a study and sub-
mit to Congress a comprehensive report on the
results of the study.

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The study and report
shall—

‘‘(A) assess the state of the Chesapeake Bay
ecosystem;

‘‘(B) compare the current state of the Chesa-
peake Bay ecosystem with its state in 1975, 1985,
and 1995;

‘‘(C) assess the effectiveness of management
strategies being implemented on the date of en-
actment of this section and the extent to which
the priority needs are being met;

‘‘(D) make recommendations for the improved
management of the Chesapeake Bay Program ei-
ther by strengthening strategies being imple-
mented on the date of enactment of this section
or by adopting new strategies; and

‘‘(E) be presented in such a format as to be
readily transferable to and usable by other wa-
tershed restoration programs.

‘‘(i) SPECIAL STUDY OF LIVING RESOURCE RE-
SPONSE.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this section, the
Administrator shall commence a 5-year special
study with full participation of the scientific
community of the Chesapeake Bay to establish
and expand understanding of the response of
the living resources of the Chesapeake Bay eco-
system to improvements in water quality that
have resulted from investments made through
the Chesapeake Bay Program.

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The study shall—
‘‘(A) determine the current status and trends

of living resources, including grasses, benthos,
phytoplankton, zooplankton, fish, and shellfish;

‘‘(B) establish to the extent practicable the
rates of recovery of the living resources in re-
sponse to improved water quality condition;

‘‘(C) evaluate and assess interactions of spe-
cies, with particular attention to the impact of
changes within and among trophic levels; and

‘‘(D) recommend management actions to opti-
mize the return of a healthy and balanced eco-
system in response to improvements in the qual-
ity and character of the waters of the Chesa-
peake Bay.

‘‘(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to carry
out this section $40,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2001 through 2005. Such sums shall remain
available until expended.’’.
TITLE III—NATIONAL ESTUARY PROGRAM

SEC. 301. ADDITION TO NATIONAL ESTUARY PRO-
GRAM.

Section 320(a)(2)(B) of the Federal Water Pol-
lution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1330(a)(2)(B)) is
amended by inserting ‘‘Lake Pontchartrain
Basin, Louisiana and Mississippi;’’ before ‘‘and
Peconic Bay, New York.’’.
SEC. 302. GRANTS.

Section 320(g) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1330(g)) is amended by
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striking paragraphs (2) and (3) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(2) PURPOSES.—Grants under this subsection
shall be made to pay for activities necessary for
the development and implementation of a com-
prehensive conservation and management plan
under this section.

‘‘(3) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of a
grant to any person (including a State, inter-
state, or regional agency or entity) under this
subsection for a fiscal year—

‘‘(A) shall not exceed—
‘‘(i) 75 percent of the annual aggregate costs

of the development of a comprehensive conserva-
tion and management plan; and

‘‘(ii) 50 percent of the annual aggregate costs
of the implementation of the plan; and

‘‘(B) shall be made on condition that the non-
Federal share of the costs are provided from
non-Federal sources.’’.
SEC. 303. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 320(i) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1330(i)) is amended by
striking ‘‘$12,000,000 per fiscal year for each of
fiscal years 1987, 1988, 1989, 1990, and 1991’’ and
inserting ‘‘$35,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2001 through 2005’’.

TITLE IV—LONG ISLAND SOUND
RESTORATION

SEC. 401. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Long Island

Sound Restoration Act’’.
SEC. 402. INNOVATIVE METHODOLOGIES AND

TECHNOLOGIES.
Section 119(c)(1) of the Federal Water Pollu-

tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1269(c)(1)) is amend-
ed by inserting ‘‘, including efforts to establish,
within the process for granting watershed gen-
eral permits, a system for promoting innovative
methodologies and technologies that are cost-ef-
fective and consistent with the goals of the
Plan’’ before the semicolon at the end.
SEC. 403. ASSISTANCE FOR DISTRESSED COMMU-

NITIES.
Section 119 of the Federal Water Pollution

Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1269) is amended—
(1) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-

section (f); and
(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-

lowing:
‘‘(e) ASSISTANCE TO DISTRESSED COMMU-

NITIES.—
‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE COMMUNITIES.—For the pur-

poses of this subsection, a distressed community
is any community that meets affordability cri-
teria established by the State in which the com-
munity is located, if such criteria are developed
after public review and comment.

‘‘(2) PRIORITY.—In making assistance avail-
able under this section for the upgrading of
wastewater treatment facilities, the Adminis-
trator may give priority to a distressed commu-
nity.’’.
SEC. 404. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 119(f) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (as redesignated by section 403 of
this Act) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘1991 through
2001’’ and inserting ‘‘2001 through 2005’’; and

(2) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘not to exceed
$3,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 1991
through 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘not to exceed
$40,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2001 through
2005’’.

TITLE V—LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN BASIN
RESTORATION

SEC. 501. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Lake Pont-

chartrain Basin Restoration Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 502. LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN BASIN.

Title I of the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following:
‘‘SEC. 121. LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN BASIN.

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF RESTORATION PRO-
GRAM.—The Administrator shall establish with-

in the Environmental Protection Agency the
Lake Pontchartrain Basin Restoration Program.

‘‘(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the program
shall be to restore the ecological health of the
Basin by developing and funding restoration
projects and related scientific and public edu-
cation projects.

‘‘(c) DUTIES.—In carrying out the program,
the Administrator shall—

‘‘(1) provide administrative and technical as-
sistance to a management conference convened
for the Basin under section 320;

‘‘(2) assist and support the activities of the
management conference, including the imple-
mentation of recommendations of the manage-
ment conference;

‘‘(3) support environmental monitoring of the
Basin and research to provide necessary tech-
nical and scientific information;

‘‘(4) develop a comprehensive research plan to
address the technical needs of the program;

‘‘(5) coordinate the grant, research, and plan-
ning programs authorized under this section;
and

‘‘(6) collect and make available to the public
publications, and other forms of information the
management conference determines to be appro-
priate, relating to the environmental quality of
the Basin.

‘‘(d) GRANTS.—The Administrator may make
grants—

‘‘(1) for restoration projects and studies rec-
ommended by a management conference con-
vened for the Basin under section 320; and

‘‘(2) for public education projects rec-
ommended by the management conference.

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply:

‘‘(1) BASIN.—The term ‘Basin’ means the Lake
Pontchartrain Basin, a 5,000 square mile water-
shed encompassing 16 parishes in the State of
Louisiana and 4 counties in the State of Mis-
sissippi.

‘‘(2) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means
the Lake Pontchartrain Basin Restoration Pro-
gram established under subsection (a).

‘‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be

appropriated to carry out this section $20,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2001 through 2005. Such
sums shall remain available until expended.

‘‘(2) PUBLIC EDUCATION PROJECTS.—Not more
that 15 percent of the amount appropriated pur-
suant to paragraph (1) in a fiscal year may be
expended on grants for public education projects
under subsection (d)(2).’’.
TITLE VI—ALTERNATIVE WATER SOURCES
SEC. 601. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Alternative
Water Sources Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 602. PILOT PROGRAM FOR ALTERNATIVE

WATER SOURCE PROJECTS.
Title II the Federal Water Pollution Control

Act (33 U.S.C. 1281 et seq.) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following:
‘‘SEC. 220. PILOT PROGRAM FOR ALTERNATIVE

WATER SOURCE PROJECTS.
‘‘(a) POLICY.—Nothing in this section shall be

construed to affect the application of section
101(g) of this Act and all of the provisions of
this section shall be carried out in accordance
with the provisions of section 101(g).

‘‘(b) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may es-
tablish a pilot program to make grants to State,
interstate, and intrastate water resource devel-
opment agencies (including water management
districts and water supply authorities), local
government agencies, private utilities, and non-
profit entities for alternative water source
projects to meet critical water supply needs.

‘‘(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The Administrator
may make grants under this section to an entity
only if the entity has authority under State law
to develop or provide water for municipal, in-
dustrial, and agricultural uses in an area of the
State that is experiencing critical water supply
needs.

‘‘(d) SELECTION OF PROJECTS.—
‘‘(1) LIMITATION.—A project that has received

funds under the reclamation and reuse program
conducted under the Reclamation Projects Au-
thorization and Adjustment Act of 1992 (43
U.S.C. 390h et seq.) shall not be eligible for
grant assistance under this section.

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATION.—In making
grants under this section, the Administrator
shall consider whether the project is located
within the boundaries of a State or area referred
to in section 1 of the Reclamation Act of June
17, 1902 (32 Stat. 385), and within the geographic
scope of the reclamation and reuse program con-
ducted under the Reclamation Projects Author-
ization and Adjustment Act of 1992 (43 U.S.C.
390h et seq.).

‘‘(3) GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION.—Alter-
native water source projects selected by the Ad-
ministrator under this section shall reflect a va-
riety of geographical and environmental condi-
tions.

‘‘(e) COMMITTEE RESOLUTION PROCEDURE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No appropriation shall be

made for any alternative water source project
under this section, the total Federal cost of
which exceeds $3,000,000, if such project has not
been approved by a resolution adopted by the
Committee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture of the House of Representatives or the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate.

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS FOR SECURING CONSIDER-
ATION.—For purposes of securing consideration
of approval under paragraph (1), the Adminis-
trator shall provide to a committee referred to in
paragraph (1) such information as the com-
mittee requests and the non-Federal sponsor
shall provide to the committee information on
the costs and relative needs for the alternative
water source project.

‘‘(f) USES OF GRANTS.—Amounts from grants
received under this section may be used for engi-
neering, design, construction, and final testing
of alternative water source projects designed to
meet critical water supply needs. Such amounts
may not be used for planning, feasibility studies
or for operation, maintenance, replacement, re-
pair, or rehabilitation.

‘‘(g) COST SHARING.—The Federal share of the
eligible costs of an alternative water source
project carried out using assistance made avail-
able under this section shall not exceed 50 per-
cent.

‘‘(h) REPORTS.—On or before September 30,
2004, the Administrator shall transmit to Con-
gress a report on the results of the pilot program
established under this section, including
progress made toward meeting the critical water
supply needs of the participants in the pilot pro-
gram.

‘‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply:

‘‘(1) ALTERNATIVE WATER SOURCE PROJECT.—
The term ‘alternative water source project’
means a project designed to provide municipal,
industrial, and agricultural water supplies in an
environmentally sustainable manner by con-
serving, managing, reclaiming, or reusing water
or wastewater or by treating wastewater. Such
term does not include water treatment or dis-
tribution facilities.

‘‘(2) CRITICAL WATER SUPPLY NEEDS.—The
term ‘critical water supply needs’ means existing
or reasonably anticipated future water supply
needs that cannot be met by existing water sup-
plies, as identified in a comprehensive statewide
or regional water supply plan or assessment pro-
jected over a planning period of at least 20
years.

‘‘(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to carry
out this section a total of $75,000,000 for fiscal
years 2002 through 2004. Such sums shall remain
available until expended.’’.
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TITLE VII—CLEAN LAKES

SEC. 701. GRANTS TO STATES.
Section 314(c)(2) of the Federal Water Pollu-

tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1324(c)(2)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘$50,000,000’’ the first place it ap-
pears and all that follows through ‘‘1990’’ and
inserting ‘‘$50,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2001 through 2005’’.
SEC. 702. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM.

Section 314(d) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1324(d)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2) by inserting ‘‘Otsego
Lake, New York; Oneida Lake, New York;
Raystown Lake, Pennsylvania; Swan Lake,
Itasca County, Minnesota; Walker Lake, Ne-
vada; Lake Tahoe, California and Nevada; Ten
Mile Lakes, Oregon; Woahink Lake, Oregon;
Highland Lake, Connecticut; Lily Lake, New
Jersey; Strawbridge Lake, New Jersey; Baboosic
Lake, New Hampshire; French Pond, New
Hampshire; Dillon Reservoir, Ohio;
Tohopekaliga Lake, Florida; Lake Apopka,
Florida; Lake George, New York; Lake
Wallenpaupack, Pennsylvania; Lake Allatoona,
Georgia;’’ after ‘‘Sauk Lake, Minnesota;’’;

(2) in paragraph (3) by striking ‘‘By’’ and in-
serting ‘‘Notwithstanding section 3003 of the
Federal Reports Elimination and Sunset Act of
1995 (31 U.S.C. 1113 note; 109 Stat. 734–736), by’’;
and

(3) in paragraph (4)(B)(i) by striking
‘‘$15,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$25,000,000’’.

TITLE VIII—TIJUANA RIVER VALLEY
ESTUARY AND BEACH CLEANUP

SEC. 801. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Tijuana River

Valley Estuary and Beach Sewage Cleanup Act
of 2000’’.
SEC. 802. PURPOSE.

The purpose of this title is to authorize the
United States to take actions to address com-
prehensively the treatment of sewage emanating
from the Tijuana River area, Mexico, that flows
untreated or partially treated into the United
States causing significant adverse public health
and environmental impacts.
SEC. 803. DEFINITIONS.

In this title, the following definitions apply:
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency.

(2) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission’’
means the United States section of the Inter-
national Boundary and Water Commission,
United States and Mexico.

(3) IWTP.—The term ‘‘IWTP’’ means the
South Bay International Wastewater Treatment
Plant constructed under the provisions of the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C.
1251 et seq.), section 510 of the Water Quality
Act of 1987 (101 Stat. 80–82), and Treaty Minutes
to the Treaty for the Utilization of Waters of the
Colorado and Tijuana Rivers and of the Rio
Grande, dated February 3, 1944.

(4) SECONDARY TREATMENT.—The term ‘‘sec-
ondary treatment’’ has the meaning such term
has under the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act and its implementing regulations.

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means
the Secretary of State.

(6) MEXICAN FACILITY.—The term ‘‘Mexican
facility’’ means a proposed public-private waste-
water treatment facility to be constructed and
operated under this title within Mexico for the
purpose of treating sewage flows generated
within Mexico, which flows impact the surface
waters, health, and safety of the United States
and Mexico.

(7) MGD.—The term ‘‘mgd’’ means million gal-
lons per day.
SEC. 804. ACTIONS TO BE TAKEN BY THE COMMIS-

SION AND THE ADMINISTRATOR.
(a) SECONDARY TREATMENT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the negotiation

and conclusion of a new Treaty Minute or the
amendment of Treaty Minute 283 under section

1005 of this Act, and notwithstanding section
510(b)(2) of the Water Quality Act of 1987 (101
Stat. 81), the Commission is authorized and di-
rected to provide for the secondary treatment of
a total of not more than 50 mgd in Mexico—

(A) of effluent from the IWTP if such treat-
ment is not provided for at a facility in the
United States; and

(B) of additional sewage emanating from the
Tijuana River area, Mexico.

(2) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY.—Subject to the
results of the comprehensive plan developed
under subsection (b) revealing a need for addi-
tional secondary treatment capacity in the San
Diego-Tijuana border region and recommending
the provision of such capacity in Mexico, the
Commission may provide not more than an addi-
tional 25 mgd of secondary treatment capacity
in Mexico for treatment described in paragraph
(1).

(b) COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.—Not later than 24
months after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Administrator shall develop a comprehensive
plan with stakeholder involvement to address
the transborder sanitation problems in the San
Diego-Tijuana border region. The plan shall in-
clude, at a minimum—

(1) an analysis of the long-term secondary
treatment needs of the region;

(2) an analysis of upgrades in the sewage col-
lection system serving the Tijuana area, Mexico;
and

(3) an identification of options, and rec-
ommendations for preferred options, for addi-
tional sewage treatment capacity for future
flows emanating from the Tijuana River area,
Mexico.

(c) CONTRACT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the availability of

appropriations to carry out this subsection and
notwithstanding any provision of Federal pro-
curement law, upon conclusion of a new Treaty
Minute or the amendment of Treaty Minute 283
under section 5, the Commission may enter into
a fee-for-services contract with the owner of a
Mexican facility in order to carry out the sec-
ondary treatment requirements of subsection (a)
and make payments under such contract.

(2) TERMS.—Any contract under this sub-
section shall provide, at a minimum, for the fol-
lowing:

(A) Transportation of the advanced primary
effluent from the IWTP to the Mexican facility
for secondary treatment.

(B) Treatment of the advanced primary efflu-
ent from the IWTP to the secondary treatment
level in compliance with water quality laws of
the United States, California, and Mexico.

(C) Return conveyance from the Mexican fa-
cility of any such treated effluent that cannot
be reused in either Mexico or the United States
to the South Bay Ocean Outfall for discharge
into the Pacific Ocean in compliance with water
quality laws of the United States and Cali-
fornia.

(D) Subject to the requirements of subsection
(a), additional sewage treatment capacity that
provides for advanced primary and secondary
treatment of sewage described in subsection
(a)(1)(B) in addition to the capacity required to
treat the advanced primary effluent from the
IWTP.

(E) A contract term of 20 years.
(F) Arrangements for monitoring, verification,

and enforcement of compliance with United
States, California, and Mexican water quality
standards.

(G) Arrangements for the disposal and use of
sludge, produced from the IWTP and the Mexi-
can facility, at a location or locations in Mex-
ico.

(H) Maintenance by the owner of the Mexican
facility at all times throughout the term of the
contract of a 20 percent equity position in the
capital structure of the Mexican facility.

(I) Payment of fees by the Commission to the
owner of the Mexican facility for sewage treat-
ment services with the annual amount payable

to reflect all agreed upon costs associated with
the development, financing, construction, oper-
ation, and maintenance of the Mexican facility,
with such annual payment to maintain the
owner’s 20 percent equity position throughout
the term of the contract.

(J) Provision for the transfer of ownership of
the Mexican facility to the United States, and
provision for a cancellation fee by the United
States to the owner of the Mexican facility, if
the Commission fails to perform its obligations
under the contract. The cancellation fee shall be
in amounts declining over the term of the con-
tract anticipated to be sufficient to repay con-
struction debt and other amounts due to the
owner that remain unamortized due to early ter-
mination of the contract.

(K) Provision for the transfer of ownership of
the Mexican facility to the United States, with-
out a cancellation fee, if the owner of the Mexi-
can facility fails to perform the obligations of
the owner under the contract.

(L) The use of competitive procedures, con-
sistent with title III of the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C.
251 et seq.), by the owner of the Mexican facility
in the procurement of property or services for
the engineering, construction, and operation
and maintenance of the Mexican facility.

(M) An opportunity for the Commission to re-
view and approve the selection of contractors
providing engineering, construction, and oper-
ation and maintenance for the Mexican facility.

(N) The maintenance by the owner of the
Mexican facility of all records (including books,
documents, papers, reports, and other materials)
necessary to demonstrate compliance with the
terms of this section and the contract.

(O) Access by the Inspector General of the De-
partment of State or the designee of the Inspec-
tor General for audit and examination of all
records maintained pursuant to subparagraph
(N) to facilitate the monitoring and evaluation
required under subsection (d).

(P) Offsets or credits against the payments to
be made by the Commission under this section to
reflect an agreed upon percentage of payments
that the owner of the Mexican facility receives
through the sale of water treated by the facility.

(d) IMPLEMENTATION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Inspector General of the

Department of State shall monitor the imple-
mentation of any contract entered into under
this section and evaluate the extent to which
the owner of the Mexican facility has met the
terms of this section and fulfilled the terms of
the contract.

(2) REPORT.—The Inspector General shall
transmit to Congress a report containing the
evaluation under paragraph (1) not later than 2
years after the execution of any contract with
the owner of the Mexican facility under this
section, 3 years thereafter, and periodically
after the second report under this paragraph.
SEC. 805. NEGOTIATION OF NEW TREATY MINUTE.

(a) CONGRESSIONAL STATEMENT.—In light of
the existing threat to the environment and to
public health and safety within the United
States as a result of the river and ocean pollu-
tion in the San Diego-Tijuana border region, the
Secretary is requested to give the highest pri-
ority to the negotiation and execution of a new
Treaty Minute, or a modification of Treaty
Minute 283, consistent with the provisions of
this title, in order that the other provisions of
this title to address such pollution may be imple-
mented as soon as possible.

(b) NEGOTIATION.—
(1) INITIATION.—The Secretary is requested to

initiate negotiations with Mexico, within 60
days after the date of enactment of this Act, for
a new Treaty Minute or a modification of Trea-
ty Minute 283 consistent with the provisions of
this title.

(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—Implementation of a
new Treaty Minute or of a modification of Trea-
ty Minute 283 under this title shall be subject to
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the provisions of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.).

(3) MATTERS TO BE ADDRESSED.—A new Trea-
ty Minute or a modification of Treaty Minute
283 under paragraph (1) should address, at a
minimum, the following:

(A) The siting of treatment facilities in Mexico
and in the United States.

(B) Provision for the secondary treatment of
effluent from the IWTP at a Mexican facility if
such treatment is not provided for at a facility
in the United States.

(C) Provision for additional capacity for ad-
vanced primary and secondary treatment of ad-
ditional sewage emanating from the Tijuana
River area, Mexico, in addition to the treatment
capacity for the advanced primary effluent from
the IWTP at the Mexican facility.

(D) Provision for any and all approvals from
Mexican authorities necessary to facilitate
water quality verification and enforcement at
the Mexican facility.

(E) Any terms and conditions considered nec-
essary to allow for use in the United States of
treated effluent from the Mexican facility, if
there is reclaimed water which is surplus to the
needs of users in Mexico and such use is con-
sistent with applicable United States and Cali-
fornia law.

(F) Any other terms and conditions considered
necessary by the Secretary in order to implement
the provisions of this title.
SEC. 806. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There is authorized to be appropriated a total
of $156,000,000 for fiscal years 2001 through 2005
to carry out this title. Such sums shall remain
available until expended.

TITLE IX—GENERAL PROVISIONS
SEC. 901. PURCHASE OF AMERICAN-MADE EQUIP-

MENT AND PRODUCTS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—It is the sense of Congress

that, to the extent practicable, all equipment
and products purchased with funds made avail-
able under this Act should be American made.

(b) NOTICE TO RECIPIENTS OF ASSISTANCE.—
The head of each Federal Agency providing fi-
nancial assistance under this Act, to the extent
practicable, shall provide to each recipient of
the assistance a notice describing the statement
made in subsection (a).
SEC. 902. LONG-TERM ESTUARY ASSESSMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Commerce
(acting through the Under Secretary for Oceans
and Atmosphere) and the Secretary of the Inte-
rior (acting through the Director of the Geologi-
cal Survey) may carry out a long-term estuary
assessment project (in this section referred to as
the ‘‘project’’) in accordance with the require-
ments of this section.

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the project
shall be to establish a network of strategic envi-
ronmental assessment and monitoring projects
for the Mississippi River south of Vicksburg,
Mississippi, and the Gulf of Mexico, in order to
develop advanced long-term assessment and
monitoring systems and models relating to the
Mississippi River and other aquatic ecosystems,
including developing equipment and techniques
necessary to implement the project.

(c) MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT.—To establish,
operate, and implement the project, the Sec-
retary of Commerce and the Secretary of the In-
terior may enter into a management agreement
with a university-based consortium.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated—

(1) $1,000,000 for fiscal year 2001 to develop the
management agreement under subsection (c);
and

(2) $4,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2002,
2003, 2004, and 2005 to carry out the project.

Such sums shall remain available until ex-
pended.
SEC. 903. RURAL SANITATION GRANTS.

Section 303(e) of the Safe Drinking Water Act
Amendments of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 1263a(e)) is

amended by striking ‘‘$15,000,000’’ and all that
follows through ‘‘section.’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘to carry out this section $40,000,000 for
each of fiscal years 2001 through 2005.’’.

And the House agree to the same.
BUD SHUSTER,
DON YOUNG,
SHERWOOD BOEHLERT,
WAYNE T. GILCHREST,
TILLIE K. FOWLER,
DON SHERWOOD,
JOHN E. SWEENEY,
STEVEN T. KUYKENDALL,
DAVID VITTER,
JIM OBERSTAR,
BOB BORSKI,
JIM BARCIA,
BOB FILNER,
EARL BLUMENAUER,
JOHN BALDACCI,

Managers on the Part of the House.
BOB SMITH,
JOHN W. WARNER,
MICHAEL D. CRAPO,
MAX BAUCUS,
BARBARA BOXER,

Managers on the Part of the Senate.

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF
THE COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE

The Managers on the part of the House and
Senate at the Conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendment
of the House to the bill (S. 835), to improve
and increase Federal, State and local efforts
and to provide funding to protect and en-
hance estuaries across the U.S., and to ad-
dress other clean water-related matters, sub-
mit the following joint statement to the
House and Senate in explanation of the ef-
fect of the action agreed upon by the Man-
agers and recommended in the accom-
panying Conference report.

The House amendment struck all of the
Senate bill after the enacting clause and in-
serted a substitute text.

The Senate recedes from its disagreement
to the amendment of the House with an
amendment that is a substitute for the Sen-
ate bill and the House amendment. The dif-
ferences between the Senate bill, the House
amendment, and the substitute agreed to in
Conference are noted below, except for cler-
ical corrections and conforming changes
made necessary by agreements reached by
the conferees, and minor drafting and cler-
ical changes.

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE AND TABLE OF
CONTENTS

The Conference substitute renames S. 835
as the ‘‘Estuaries and Clean Waters Act of
2000.’’

TITLE I—ESTUARY HABITAT RESTORATION

Title I of the Conference substitute estab-
lishes a new estuary habitat restoration pro-
gram under the Secretary of the Army. Title
I is similar to title I in both the Senate bill
and House amendment. The Conferees adopt-
ed title I of the House amendment with
amendments. Differences between the Senate
bill, House amendment and Conference sub-
stitute are as follows:

SECTION 102. PURPOSES

Senate bill

Section 103 of the Senate bill states that
the purposes of title I are to: restore one mil-
lion acres of estuary habitat by the year
2010; ensure coordination of existing Federal,
State, and local plans, programs, and stud-
ies; establish partnerships among public
agencies at all levels of government and be-
tween the public and private sectors; pro-
mote efficient financing of estuary habitat
restoration activities; and, develop and en-
hance monitoring and research capabilities
through use of the environmental technology

innovation program associated with the Na-
tional Estuarine Research Reserve System
(NERRs), to ensure that restoration efforts
are based on sound scientific understanding
and innovative technologies.
House amendment

Section 102 of the House amendment states
that the purposes of title I are to: promote
the restoration of estuary habitat; develop a
national estuary habitat restoration strat-
egy for creating and maintaining effective
estuary habitat restoration partnerships
among public agencies at all levels of gov-
ernment and to establish new partnerships
between the public and private sectors; to
provide Federal assistance for estuary habi-
tat restoration projects and to promote effi-
cient financing of such projects; and, develop
and enhance monitoring and research capa-
bilities to ensure that estuary habitat res-
toration efforts are based on sound scientific
understanding and to create a national data-
base of estuary habitat restoration informa-
tion.
Conference substitute

The purposes of the Senate bill and House
amendment are substantially similar. The
Conference substitute adopts the House
amendment with an amendment. Section
102(4) is amended to clarify that monitoring
and research capabilities for estuary habitat
restoration efforts should be developed and
enhanced through the use of the environ-
mental technology innovation program asso-
ciated with NERRs.

SECTION 103. DEFINITIONS

Senate bill
Section 104 of the Senate bill defines key

terms used throughout the bill, including
‘‘Collaborative Council,’’ ‘‘Degraded Estuary
Habitat,’’ ‘‘Estuary,’’ ‘‘Estuary Habitat,’’
‘‘Estuary Habitat Restoration Activity,’’
‘‘Estuary Habitat Restoration Project,’’ ‘‘Es-
tuary Habitat Restoration Strategy,’’ ‘‘Fed-
eral Estuary Management or Habitat Res-
toration Plan,’’ ‘‘Secretary,’’ and ‘‘Under
Secretary.’’

‘‘Estuary’’ is defined as a body of water
and its associated physical, biological, and
chemical elements, in which fresh water
from a river or stream meets and mixes with
salt water from the ocean. An exception to
this definition is made for estuary-like areas
in the Great Lakes biogeographic regions
that are part of NERRs at the time of enact-
ment of this legislation.

‘‘Estuary Habitat’’ is defined as the com-
plex of physical and hydrologic features and
living organisms within estuaries and their
associated ecosystems, including salt and
fresh water coastal marshes, coastal forested
wetlands and other coastal wetlands, mari-
time forests, coastal grasslands, tidal flats,
natural shoreline areas, shellfish beds, sea
grass meadows, kelp beds, river deltas, and
river and stream banks under tidal influence.

‘‘Estuary Habitat Restoration Activity’’ is
defined as an activity that results in improv-
ing degraded estuary habitat, including both
physical and functional restoration, with the
goal of attaining a self-sustaining eco-
logically-based system that is integrated
with the surrounding landscape. Eligible ac-
tivities include: the reestablishment of phys-
ical features and biological and hydrologic
functions; the cleanup of contamination; the
control of non-native and invasive species,
such as phragmites; and the reintroduction
of native species, such as the planting of eel
grass. A project is ineligible if it constitutes
mitigation for the adverse effects of an ac-
tivity regulated or otherwise governed under
Federal or State law, or restoration for nat-
ural resource damages required under any
Federal or State law.

‘‘Federal Estuary Management or Habitat
Restoration Plan’’ is defined as any Federal
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plan for restoration of degraded estuary
habitat that was developed by a public body
with the substantial participation of appro-
priate public and private stakeholders and
reflects a community-based planning proc-
ess.
House amendment

Section 103 of the House amendment also
defines key terms, including: ‘‘Council,’’
‘‘Estuary,’’ ‘‘Estuary Habitat,’’ ‘‘Estuary
Habitat Restoration Activity,’’ ‘‘Estuary
Habitat Restoration Project,’’ ‘‘Estuary
Habitat Restoration Plan,’’ ‘‘Indian Tribe,’’
‘‘Non-Federal Interest,’’ ‘‘Secretary,’’ and
‘‘State.’’

The definition of ‘‘Estuary’’ is based on
section 104(n)(4) of the Clean Water Act. The
House amendment also specifies that near
coastal waters and wetlands of the Great
Lakes that are similar in form and function
to estuaries are included in this definition
for the purposes of this title to make such
areas of the Great Lakes eligible for assist-
ance under this title.

The definition of ‘‘Estuary Habitat’’ is
similar to the Senate bill, but does not list
included habitats.

The definition of ‘‘Estuary Habitat Res-
toration Activity’’ is similar to the Senate
bill but includes creating estuary habitat
and the construction of reefs.

‘‘Estuary Habitat Restoration Plan’’ is de-
fined as any Federal or State plan for res-
toration of degraded estuary habitat that
was developed with the substantial partici-
pation of appropriate public and private
stakeholders.

‘‘Indian tribe’’ is defined by referencing the
meaning that term has in section 4 of the In-
dian Self-Determination and Education As-
sistance Act, which includes Alaska Natives
within the definition.
Conference substitute

Section 103 of the Conference substitute
adopts the House amendment with the fol-
lowing amendment. The Conference sub-
stitute retains the House definition of the
term ‘‘Estuary,’’ which includes the near
coastal waters and wetlands of the Great
Lakes that are similar in form and function
to estuaries. The Conference substitute adds
a specific reference to the Old Woman’s
Creek NERR in Ohio, which is captured in
the House definition. This reference was in-
cluded in the definition of ‘‘Estuary’’ in the
Senate bill after the Senate adopted by voice
vote an amendment offered by Senator
Voinovich during the September 29, 1999 Sen-
ate Committee on Environment and Public
Works business meeting on S. 835.

The Conference substitute retains the pro-
hibition against any project that constitutes
mitigation or restoration required under
Federal or State law. This provision does not
prohibit the implementation of an estuary
habitat restoration project that might also
be eligible for funding under voluntary habi-
tat restoration or environmental programs.
This language also does not prohibit a non-
Federal interest from using funds secured
under damage settlements to enhance estu-
ary habitat restoration projects.

SECTION 104. ESTUARY HABITAT RESTORATION
PROGRAM

Senate Bill
The Senate bill establishes a collaborative,

interagency process for the selection of estu-
ary habitat restoration projects to receive
assistance under this title. The Senate bill is
based on the premise that the non-Federal
interest will implement the estuary habitat
restoration project, with funding provided by
the Secretary of the Army. This approach is
intended to reduce delays, expedite project
implementation, and reduce unnecessary
oversight and paperwork costs.

Section 106(b) of the Senate bill sets out
the process for selection of projects. This
section specifies that a non-Federal interest
must submit a project application for an es-
tuary habitat restoration project to the Col-
laborative Council established under section
105 for review and approval, and must obtain,
where appropriate, the approval of State or
local agencies.

Section 106(b) also sets forth the factors
and priorities that the Council is to use to
select projects and the duties of the non-Fed-
eral project sponsors. One of the priorities
listed is whether the project is part of an ap-
proved Federal estuary management or res-
toration plan. For example, the Sarasota
Bay area in Florida is presently imple-
menting a comprehensive conservation and
management plan (CCMP) under the Na-
tional Estuary Program (NEP), which fo-
cuses on restoring lost habitat. The NEP is
authorized by section 320 of the Clean Water
Act. The habitat restoration is being accom-
plished by: reducing nitrogen pollution to in-
crease sea grass coverage; constructing salt-
water wetlands; and, building artificial reefs
for juvenile fish habitat. Narragansett Bay
in Rhode Island also is in the process of im-
plementing a CCMP. Current efforts to im-
prove the Bay’s water quality and restore its
habitat address the uniqueness of the Narra-
gansett Bay watershed.

Section 106(c) authorizes interim habitat
restoration activities to be carried out be-
fore the Council completes an estuary habi-
tat restoration strategy. Section 106(d) al-
lows a nonprofit entity to serve as the non-
Federal interest, after coordination with the
local official responsible for the political ju-
risdiction in which the project will occur.
House amendment

Section 104(a) of the House amendment au-
thorizes an estuary habitat restoration pro-
gram to be carried out by the Secretary of
the Army, acting through the Army Corps of
Engineers.

Section 104(b) provides that estuary habi-
tat restoration projects must be submitted
by non-Federal interests, consistent with
State or local laws.

Section 104(c) sets forth required elements
that eligible estuary habitat restoration
projects must have, including, among others,
that the project address restoration needs
identified in an estuary habitat restoration
plan.

Section 104(d) sets forth the factors and
priorities that the Secretary is to use to se-
lect which estuary habitat restoration
projects the Corps of Engineers will carry
out, after the Secretary considers the advice
and recommendations of the Estuary Habitat
Restoration Council established under sec-
tion 105.

Section 104(e) establishes the cost-sharing
required for each project. The non-Federal
share of a project must include necessary
lands, easements, rights-of-way and reloca-
tions, and may include services or any other
form of in-kind contributions that the Sec-
retary determines to be an appropriate con-
tribution toward the monetary amount re-
quired for the non-Federal share.

Section 104(f) authorizes the Corps of Engi-
neers to carry out interim habitat restora-
tion activities before the Council completes
an estuary habitat restoration strategy.

Section 104(g) requires cooperation of non-
Federal interests and allows a nongovern-
mental organization to serve as the non-Fed-
eral interest for a project, upon the rec-
ommendation of the Governor of the State in
which a project is located, and in consulta-
tion with appropriate local officials.

Section 104(h) authorizes the Secretary of
the Army to delegate project implementa-
tion to other Federal agencies, after consid-

ering the advice and recommendations of the
Estuary Habitat Restoration Council.
Conference substitute

The Conference substitute substantially
adopts the House estuary habitat program
structure.

Unlike the Senate bill, the House amend-
ment does not authorize grants. The House
amendment provides that the Secretary of
the Army is responsible for implementing es-
tuary habitat restoration projects, similar to
the responsibilities in carrying out water re-
sources projects under Water Resources De-
velopment Acts. The Conference substitute
adopts the House approach. However, in the
context of estuary habitat restoration
projects, it is expected that the Corps of En-
gineers will streamline its process for review
and selection of projects. In particular, it is
expected that the Corps will not need to con-
duct a Feasibility Study, or prepare a Chief’s
Report, for an estuary habitat restoration
project because the Council will have al-
ready reviewed and evaluated a project pro-
posal for technical feasibility, merit, and
cost-effectiveness. The Corps is also strongly
encouraged to keep its oversight and review
costs and time to carry out projects to a
minimum.

The Conference substitute makes several
modifications to the House amendment.
First, the Conference substitute enhances
the role of the Estuary Habitat Restoration
Council established under section 105 of the
House amendment in the selection of estuary
habitat restoration projects. In the House
amendment, the Secretary of the Army se-
lects projects after considering the advice
and recommendations of the Council. Sec-
tion 104(c)(1) of the Conference substitute di-
rects the Secretary to select projects from a
list developed and submitted by the Council.
The Council is to review all project proposals
submitted and prepare a list of eligible
projects that meet the statutory criteria.
The Council also is to prioritize the listed
projects and make any recommendations re-
garding whether the projects should be dele-
gated to other Federal agencies for imple-
mentation. The Secretary must select
projects from that list; the Secretary may
not use funds provided under this program to
implement estuary habitat restoration
projects that are not included on the list
submitted by the Council.

The Conference substitute also makes
minor revisions to the structure of the
project selection process. The Conference
substitute retains the factors for selection of
a project from the House amendment and
adds two factors from the Senate bill: tech-
nical feasibility, and whether the project is
part of an approved Federal estuary manage-
ment or habitat restoration plan.

The Conference substitute adds an innova-
tive technology cost-share provision to sec-
tion 104(d), based on similar language from
section 107(e) of the Senate bill. New section
104(d)(2) provides that the Federal cost-share
for the incremental additional cost of imple-
menting innovative technologies in a project
shall be 85 percent. The intent of this in-
creased cost-share is to encourage the use of
innovative technologies. Consistent with the
stated purposes of this title, it is expected
that NERRs will identify some of the innova-
tive technologies that might be eligible for
funding.

The Conference substitute also includes a
new section 104(d)(4) on operation and main-
tenance costs that specifies that non-Federal
interests shall be responsible for all costs as-
sociated with operating, maintaining, re-
placing, repairing and rehabilitating all
projects carried out under this section.

Section 104(f) of the Conference substitute
retains language from both the Senate bill
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and the House amendment that allows non-
governmental organizations to serve as the
non-Federal interest in an estuary habitat
restoration project with one modification.
Under the Conference substitute, the Sec-
retary is required to consult and coordinate
with appropriate State and local agencies
and tribes before allowing a nongovern-
mental organization to act as the non-Fed-
eral interest.

In selecting estuary habitat restoration
projects, the Conferees direct the Secretary
to give priority consideration to the Wet-
lands Recovery Project for the Los Cerritos
Wetlands in Los Angeles County, California,
and to a proposed project for restoration of
estuary habitat in the Great Bay Estuary in
New Hampshire.

SECTION 105. ESTABLISHMENT OF ESTUARY
HABITAT RESTORATION COUNCIL

Senate bill
Section 105 of the Senate bill establishes

an interagency Collaborative Council
chaired by the Secretary of the Army, with
the participation of the Department of Com-
merce, acting through the Under Secretary
for Oceans and Atmosphere; the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA); and, the Secretary of the In-
terior, acting through the Fish and Wildlife
Service.

Section 106 establishes the duties of the
Collaborative Council. Section 106(a) re-
quires the Council to draft a strategy that
will serve as a national framework for re-
storing estuaries. Under section 106(b), the
Council is also responsible for reviewing
project applications and determining the eli-
gibility of specific proposals for funding.
House amendment

Section 105 of the House amendment estab-
lishes the national Estuary Habitat Restora-
tion Council. The Council’s function is to re-
view project proposals and make rec-
ommendations on projects and priorities to
the Secretary. The Council also makes rec-
ommendations regarding whether specific
projects should be delegated to other agen-
cies for implementation. In addition, the
Council is responsible for developing and pe-
riodically reviewing, and updating as nec-
essary, a national strategy to restore estu-
ary habitat and is to provide advice on moni-
toring and reporting requirements under this
title. Under section 106, the Council is also
directed to establish an Advisory Board,
which provides advice and recommendations
to the Council on the strategy and in the
consideration of project proposals.

The Council has six members, including
the Secretaries of the Army, the Interior
(acting through the Director of the Fish and
Wildlife Service), Commerce (acting through
the Under Secretary for Oceans and Atmos-
phere), and Agriculture; the Administrator
of EPA; and the head of any other Federal
agency designated by the President.
Conference substitute

The Conference substitute adopts the
House amendment with several amendments.
First, in section 105(b), the Conference sub-
stitute revises the Estuary Habitat Restora-
tion Council’s duties so that the Council
shall have a greater role in recommending
projects for the Secretary to carry out or to
delegate to another agency to carry out. The
House amendment directs the Council to so-
licit, review, and evaluate project proposals
and make recommendations to the Sec-
retary, including recommending
prioritization of projects and delegation of
project implementation to another agency.
The Conference substitute retains these pro-
visions, but includes a requirement that the
Council submit a list of recommended
projects to the Secretary, which shall in-

clude prioritization and delegation rec-
ommendations. Section 104 of the Conference
substitute requires the Secretary to select
projects from this list.

The Conference substitute also adds a new
section 105(i) that directs the Council to con-
sult with a broad range of experts in estuary
or estuary habitat restoration and with estu-
ary users to assist in the development of the
estuary habitat restoration strategy devel-
oped under section 106. The Council also
shall seek the advice and recommendations
of experts on proposed projects, including
the projects’ scientific and technical merit,
and feasibility. In particular, the Council
shall consult with scientific experts and rep-
resentatives of State, local or regional agen-
cies, and non-governmental organizations
with expertise in estuary or estuary habitat
restoration, as well as Indian Tribes, agricul-
tural interests, fishing interests, and other
estuary users. This provision is similar to
section 106(a)(4) of the Senate bill, and re-
places section 106 in the House amendment
that created a formal advisory board.

SECTION 106. ESTUARY HABITAT RESTORATION
STRATEGY

Senate bill
Section 106(a) of the Senate bill requires

the Collaborative Council, in consultation
with non-Federal participants, to draft a
strategy that will serve as a national frame-
work for restoring estuaries. In developing
the strategy, the Council is directed to con-
sider the contributions of estuary habitat to
wildlife; fish and shellfish; surface and
ground water quality and quantity and flood
control; outdoor recreation and other con-
cerns; estimated historic losses of estuary
habitat; and the most appropriate way to
balance small and large estuary habitat res-
toration projects.
House amendment

Section 107 of the House amendment di-
rects the Council, in consultation with the
advisory board established under section 106,
to develop a national estuary habitat res-
toration strategy. The strategy is intended
to help maximize the benefits derived from
estuary habitat restoration projects selected
for implementation, and to foster coordina-
tion of Federal and non-Federal efforts to re-
store estuary habitat. The Council is di-
rected to publish a draft of the strategy in
the Federal Register and provide a public
comment period of sufficient length to pro-
vide a meaningful opportunity for public re-
view and comment.

Section 107(b) specifically provides that
the goal of the strategy shall be to restore
one million acres of estuary habitat by 2010.
Conference substitute

Section 106 of the Conference substitute
adopts the House amendment with only
minor changes. The Conference substitute
specifically adopts the language establishing
as the goal of the strategy the restoration of
one million acres of estuary habitat. This
goal is consistent with one of the stated pur-
poses of the Senate bill.
SECTION 107. MONITORING OF ESTUARY HABITAT

RESTORATION PROJECTS

Senate bill
Section 108(a) of the Senate bill directs the

Under Secretary for Oceans and Atmosphere
of the Department of Commerce, acting
through the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration (NOAA), to maintain
a database of restoration projects carried out
under this title, including information on
project techniques, project completion, mon-
itoring data, and other relevant information.
This section is intended to ensure that avail-
able information will be used to improve the
methods for assuring successful long-term
habitat restoration.

House amendment

Section 108 of the House amendment di-
rects the Under Secretary for Oceans and At-
mosphere of the Department of Commerce,
in consultation with the Council, to develop
and maintain, using existing NOAA pro-
grams, a database with information on estu-
ary habitat restoration projects carried out
under this title. The Under Secretary will
also develop monitoring standards for data
types and format, as well as for monitoring
frequency.

Conference substitute

Section 107 of the Conference substitute
adopts the House amendment.

SECTION 108. REPORTING

Senate bill

Section 108(b) of the Senate bill directs the
Council to submit a biennial report to Con-
gress that describes program activities, in-
cluding the number of acres of estuary habi-
tat restored; the percent of restored habitat
monitored under a plan; the types of restora-
tion methods employed; the activities of
governmental and non-governmental entities
with respect to habitat restoration; and the
effectiveness of the restoration projects.

House amendment

Section 109 of the House amendment re-
quires the Secretary, after considering the
advice and recommendations of the Council,
to submit a report to Congress at the end of
the third and fifth fiscal years after enact-
ment of this title. The report must include
information on the number of acres of estu-
ary habitat restored; information from the
database related to ongoing monitoring
projects; an estimate of the long-term suc-
cess of varying restoration techniques; a re-
view of how the information on restoration
techniques has been incorporated into the se-
lection and implementation of estuary habi-
tat restoration projects; and a review of ef-
forts to maintain an appropriate database of
habitat restoration projects.

Conference substitute

Section 108 of the Conference substitute
adopts the House amendment.

SECTION 109. FUNDING

Senate bill

Section 111 of the Senate bill authorizes a
total of $315 million over five years to assist
States and other non-Federal persons in car-
rying out estuary habitat restoration
projects as follows: $40 million for fiscal year
2001; $50 million for fiscal year 2002; and, $75
million for each of fiscal years 2003 through
2005.

House amendment

Section 110 of the House amendment au-
thorizes a total of $200 million over five
years for the Secretary of the Army to carry
out and provide technical assistance for es-
tuary habitat restoration projects as follows:
$30 million for fiscal year 2001; $35 million for
fiscal year 2002; and $45 million for each of
fiscal years 2003 through 2005. Of the annual
authorizations, the Secretary may use no
more than three percent, or $1.5 million,
whichever is greater, for administration and
operation of the Council.

The House amendment also authorizes $1.5
million for each of fiscal years 2001 through
2005 for NOAA to acquire, maintain, and
manage monitoring data on estuary habitat
restoration projects.

Conference substitute

Section 109 of the Conference substitute
adopts the House amendment with an
amendment. It authorizes a total of $275 mil-
lion over five years to carry out and provide
technical assistance for estuary habitat res-
toration projects as follows: $40 million for
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fiscal year 2001; $50 million for fiscal years
2002 and 2003; $60 million for fiscal year 2004;
and $75 million for fiscal year 2005.

SECTION 110. GENERAL PROVISIONS

Senate bill

Section 113(a) of the Senate bill specifies
that the Secretary of the Army has the au-
thority to carry out estuary habitat restora-
tion projects.

Section 113(b) makes certain sections of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 inapplicable to this title.

Section 113(c) adds estuary habitat restora-
tion as a mission of the Corps of Engineers.

Section 113(d) allows other Federal agen-
cies to provide assistance to the Collabo-
rative Council.

Section 113(e) requires an analysis of the
personnel and funding needed for the Col-
laborative Council.

House amendment

Section 111(a) of the House amendment re-
quires the Secretary of the Army to consult
with other Federal agencies, as necessary.

Section 111(b) authorizes the Secretary of
the Army to enter into cooperative agree-
ments with Federal, State, and local agen-
cies and other entities.

Section 111(c) authorizes other Federal
agencies to cooperate in carrying out this
title.

Section 111(d) requires the Secretary of the
Army to identify and map sites appropriate
for beneficial uses of dredged material.

Section 111(e) requires EPA to conduct a
study of the efficacy of bioremediation prod-
ucts.

Conference substitute

Section 110 of the Conference substitute
adopts the House amendment. The Secretary
of the Army is to carry out this title in ac-
cordance with the provisions of this title,
not Water Resources Development Acts.

TITLE II—CHESAPEAKE BAY RESTORATION

The Chesapeake Bay (the Bay) is the larg-
est estuary in the United States, and the
first estuary in the nation to be targeted for
restoration as a single ecosystem. The Bay
covers 4,431 square miles, and the Bay water-
shed covers 64,000 square miles including
areas of Delaware, Maryland, New York,
Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia, and
the District of Columbia. Over 100,000
streams and rivers drain into the Bay, with
the Susquehanna River draining 42 percent
of the watershed. The Bay is a national and
regional resource that provides millions of
pounds of seafood, functions as a center for
shipping and commerce and is home to thou-
sands of species of wildlife. In 1983, Mary-
land, Pennsylvania, Virginia, the District of
Columbia, and EPA signed the Chesapeake
Bay Agreement (the Agreement), which es-
tablished the Chesapeake Bay Program.

The Chesapeake Bay Program has evolved
considerably since 1983 and has become a
model for other estuary restoration and pro-
tection programs around the world. The 1987
amendments to the Agreement expanded the
initial restoration efforts by targeting nutri-
ent over-enrichment as the Bay’s major
problem and establishing a goal to reduce
nutrients flowing into the Bay by 40 percent.
This Agreement included 28 other specific
commitments to address key issues in habi-
tat, water quality, population growth, public
information and public access. The 1992
amendments to the Agreement moved the
program upriver and committed the 40 per-
cent nutrient reduction goal to the ten
major tributaries of the Bay beyond the year
2000.

The Water Quality Act of 1987 formally au-
thorized EPA’s participation in the Chesa-
peake Bay Program by adding section 117 to

the Clean Water Act. Section 117 created the
Chesapeake Bay Program office within EPA.
The office helps to coordinate State and Fed-
eral efforts to restore and protect the Bay,
makes information available to the public
and conducts scientific research on the Bay.
Section 117 authorized $3 million a year for
fiscal years 1987 through 1990 to support the
activities of the Chesapeake Bay Program
office, and $10 million a year for fiscal years
1987 through 1990 for matching interstate de-
velopment grants.

Title II of the Conference substitute
amends section 117 of the Clean Water Act
and reauthorizes the Chesapeake Bay Pro-
gram. Title II of the Senate bill and the
House amendment also amend section 117 of
the Clean Water Act, and are substantially
the same. The Conferees adopted the House
amendment with the following amendments:

In new section 117(d), the Conference sub-
stitute adopts language from the Senate bill
authorizing EPA to make assistance grants
to non-Federal entities to carry out this sec-
tion. Such grants may include assistance for
monitoring activities, data collection, and
research.

In new section 117(g), the Conference sub-
stitute adopts language from the Senate bill
that requires the Administrator to ensure
that management plans are developed and
implementation is begun by signatories of
the Agreement not only to achieve, but also
to maintain, the goals of that Agreement.

In new section 117(j), the Conference sub-
stitute authorizes $40 million for each of fis-
cal years 2001 through 2005 to carry out this
section.

TITLE III—NATIONAL ESTUARY PROGRAM

Title III of the Conference substitute
amends section 320 of the Clean Water Act
and reauthorizes the NEP. This title is sub-
stantially similar to title III in the House
amendment and section 112 of the Senate
bill. The Conferees adopted title III of the
House amendment with amendments. Dif-
ferences between the Senate bill, House
amendment and Conference substitute are as
follows:

SECTION 301. ADDITION TO NATIONAL ESTUARY
PROGRAM

Senate bill

The Senate bill did not have a comparable
provision.
House amendment

Section 301 of the House amendment
amends section 320(a)(2)(B) of the Clean
Water Act to identify two additional estu-
aries as priorities for inclusion in the NEP.
Conference substitute

Section 301 of the Conference substitute
identifies only one additional estuary, Lake
Pontchartrain Basin, as a priority for inclu-
sion in the NEP.

SECTION 302. GRANTS

Senate bill

Section 112(a) of the Senate bill amends
section 320(g)(2) of the Clean Water Act to
provide explicit authority for EPA to make
grants to implement CCMPs. Examples of
implementation activities include: enhanced
monitoring activities; habitat mapping;
habitat acquisition; best management prac-
tices to reduce urban and rural polluted run-
off; and, the organization of workshops for
local elected officials and professional water
quality managers about habitat and water
quality issues.
House amendment

Section 302 of the House amendment
amends both paragraphs (2) and (3) of section
320(g) of the Clean Water Act. The amend-
ment to paragraph (2) is identical to the Sen-
ate bill. The amendment to paragraph (3) es-

tablishes a Federal cost-share of up to 50 per-
cent for implementation grants. Under this
title, construction of projects that are treat-
ment works as defined in the Clean Water
Act will be subject to the requirements of
the Davis-Bacon Act as provided in Section
513 of the Clean Water Act. Some of the con-
struction authorized by the reported bill
may not come within the definition of treat-
ment works. The House has not addressed
the issue of whether these construction
projects should be covered by the Davis-
Bacon Act, and the House amendment should
not be considered as a precedent on this
issue.
Conference substitute

Section 302 of the Conference substitute
adopts the House amendment.

SECTION 303. AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

Senate bill
Section 112(b) of the Senate bill authorizes

$25 million for each of fiscal years 2001 and
2002 to carry out section 320 of the Clean
Water Act.
House amendment

Section 303 of the House amendment au-
thorizes $50 million for each of fiscal years
2000 through 2004 to carry out section 320 of
the Clean Water Act.
Conference Substitute

Section 303 of the Conference substitute
authorizes $35 million for each of fiscal years
2001 through 2005 to carry out section 320 of
the Clean Water Act.
TITLE IV—LONG ISLAND SOUND RESTORATION

Title IV of the Conference substitute
amends section 119 of the Clean Water Act
and reauthorizes the Long Island Sound pro-
gram. This title is similar to title V in the
House amendment and title III in the Senate
bill. The Conferees adopted title V of the
House amendment with amendments. Dif-
ferences between the Senate bill, House
amendment and Conference substitute are as
follows:
SECTION 402. INNOVATIVE METHODOLOGIES AND

TECHNOLOGIES

Senate bill
The Senate bill did not have a comparable

section.
House amendment

Section 502 of the House amendment
amends section 119(c)(1) of the Clean Water
Act to encourage the Long Island Sound Of-
fice to assist and support efforts to establish,
within the process for granting watershed
general permits, a system for trading nitro-
gen credits and any other measures that are
cost-effective and consistent with the goals
of the CCMP for Long Island Sound. This
amendment does not affect any existing reg-
ulatory authorities under the Clean Water
Act.
Conference substitute

Section 402 of the Conference substitute
amends the House amendment regarding the
duties of the Long Island Sound Office. The
amendment to section 119(c)(1) of the Clean
Water Act encourages the Office to assist in
the implementation of the Long Island
Sound CCMP, including efforts, within the
process of granting a watershed general per-
mit, to promote innovative methodologies
and technologies, and other cost effective
measures consistent with the goals of the
CCMP. EPA should support innovative meth-
odologies and technologies through out the
program.

This assistance is to be provided under the
existing authorities of the Clean Water Act
and the laws of New York and Connecticut,
or any subsequent amendments to such au-
thorities or laws. The amendment does not
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affect any existing statutory or regulatory
authorities under the Clean Water Act.

SECTION 403. ASSISTANCE FOR DISTRESSED
COMMUNITIES

Senate bill
The Senate bill did not have a comparable

section.
House amendment

Section 503 of the House amendment
amends section 119 of the Clean Water Act by
adding a new subsection authorizing New
York and Connecticut to use their state re-
volving funds, established under title VI of
the Clean Water Act, to provide additional
subsidization when making a loan to a dis-
tressed community for the purposes of as-
sisting the implementation of the CCMP for
Long Island Sound. The total amount of loan
subsidies made by a State may not exceed 30
percent of the amount of the capitalization
grant received by the State for a year.

Under this section, the States of New York
and Connecticut would establish afford-
ability criteria, after public review and com-
ment, to be used to determine which commu-
nities are distressed. In establishing these
criteria, the States must consider the extent
to which the rate of growth of a commu-
nity’s tax base has been historically slow
such that implementing the CCMP would re-
sult in significant increases in any water or
sewer rate charged by the community’s pub-
licly-owned wastewater treatment facility.
EPA is authorized to publish information to
assist States in establishing affordability
criteria. A State is authorized to give pri-
ority to distressed communities in making
assistance available under this section for
the upgrading of wastewater treatment fa-
cilities.
Conference substitute

Section 403 of the Conference substitute
adopts the House amendment with an
amendment. The Conference substitute does
not adopt the provisions of the House amend-
ment allowing loan subsidies for loans made
to distressed communities from a State’s re-
volving loan funds. The Conference sub-
stitute addresses distressed communities by
allowing EPA to give distressed commu-
nities, which are upgrading wastewater
treatment facilities, priority in making as-
sistance available under section 119(d). A dis-
tressed community is any community that
meets affordability criteria established by
the State in which the community is lo-
cated, after public review and comment.

SECTION 404. REAUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

Senate bill
Section 404 of the Senate bill authorizes

$10 million for each of fiscal years 2001
through 2006 to carry out section 119(d) of
the Clean Water Act.
House amendment

Section 504 of the House amendment au-
thorizes $80 million for each of fiscal years
2000 through 2003 to carry out section 119(d)
of the Clean Water Act.
Conference substitute

Section 404 of the Conference substitute
authorizes $40 million for each of fiscal years
2001 through 2005 to carry out section 119(d)
of the Clean Water Act.

TITLE V—LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN BASIN
RESTORATION

Title V of the Conference substitute
amends title I of the Clean Water Act adding
a new section 121 establishing the Lake
Pontchartrain Basin Restoration Program
within EPA. This title is substantially simi-
lar to title VI of the House amendment. The
Senate bill had no comparable title. The
Conferees agreed to adopt title VI of the

House amendment with amendments. Dif-
ferences between the House amendment and
Conference substitute are as follows:

SECTION 502. LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN BASIN

House amendment
Section 602 of the House amendment states

a Congressional finding that the Lake Pont-
chartrain Basin is an estuary of national sig-
nificance. It amends section 320(a)(2)(B) of
the Clean Water Act to add the Lake Pont-
chartrain Basin to the list of estuaries to re-
ceive priority consideration for inclusion in
the NEP.

Section 603 adds a new section 122 to title
I of the Clean Water Act that establishes a
Lake Pontchartrain Basin Program within
EPA. The purpose of the program is to re-
store the ecological health of the Basin by
developing and funding restoration projects
and related scientific and public education
projects.

To carry out the program, the new section
122 requires EPA: to provide administrative
and technical assistance to a management
conference for the Lake Pontchartrain Basin
convened under the NEP; to assist and sup-
port the activities of the management con-
ference, including implementation of rec-
ommendations of the management con-
ference; to support environmental moni-
toring of the Basin and research to provide
necessary technical and scientific informa-
tion; to develop a comprehensive research
plan to address the technical needs of the
program; to coordinate the grant, research,
and planning programs authorized under this
section; and to collect, and make available
to the public, publications and other forms
of information that the management con-
ference determines to be appropriate relat-
ing to the environmental quality of the
Basin.

The new section 122 authorizes $5 million
in EPA grants for each of fiscal years 2001
through 2005 for restoration projects and
studies and for public education projects rec-
ommended by the management conference,
although no more than 15 percent of annual
appropriations should be spent on grants for
public education projects. It also authorizes
$100 million in EPA grants for an inflow and
infiltration project sponsored by the New Or-
leans Sewerage and Water Board and Jeffer-
son Parish, Louisiana.
Conference substitute

Section 502 of the Conference substitute
adopts the House amendment with amend-
ments. The substitute authorizes $20 million
in funding for the Lake Pontchartrain Basin
Program for each of fiscal years 2001 through
2005, and deletes the specific authorization
for funding for the inflow and infiltration
project.

The Conferees agreed to clarify several
issues in House Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee Report 106–594. In par-
ticular, the list of participants in the man-
agement conference to be convened to carry
out the Lake Pontchartrain Basin Restora-
tion Program in Report 106–594 is not exclu-
sive. The management conference should be
broad-based, and may also include local gov-
ernment representatives and representatives
from affected industries and the general pub-
lic, as determined under section 320(c). The
Conferees also intend for the management
conference to consult with the executives of
all 16 Louisiana parishes and appropriate
local government officials of four Mississippi
counties located in the Lake Pontchartrain
Basin. Further, priority should be given to
funding for a parish-wide water and sewer
systems study in Tammany Parish.

TITLE VI—ALTERNATIVE WATER SOURCES

Title VI of the Conference substitute
amends title II of the Clean Water Act add-

ing a new section 220 establishing a pilot pro-
gram for alternative water sources. This
title is similar to title VII of the House
amendment. The Senate bill had no com-
parable title. The Conferees adopted title VII
of the House amendment with amendments.
Differences between the House amendment
and Conference substitute are as follows:
SECTION 602. PILOT PROGRAM FOR ALTERNATIVE

WATER SOURCES

House amendment
Section 702 of the House amendment

amends the Clean Water Act by adding a new
section 220, ‘‘Grants for Alternative Water
Source Projects.’’

Section 220(a) authorizes EPA to make
grants for alternative water source projects
to meet critical water supply needs.

Section 220(b) specifies that eligibility for
grants is restricted to those entities with au-
thority under State law to develop or pro-
vide water for municipal and industrial, or
agricultural uses in areas that are experi-
encing critical water supply needs.

Section 220(c)(1) prohibits a project that
has received funds under the Bureau of Rec-
lamation’s water reclamation and reuse pro-
gram from being eligible for grant assistance
under this section. Section 220(c)(2) requires
EPA to consider whether a project is eligible
under the Bureau of Reclamation’s water
reclamation and reuse program when select-
ing projects for grants under this section.

Section 220(d)(1) prohibits the appropria-
tion of funds for a project with a Federal
cost greater than $3 million if the project
has not been approved by a resolution adopt-
ed by either the House or Senate authorizing
committee of jurisdiction. In order to secure
the appropriate authorizing committee’s
consideration of a committee resolution for
a proposed project, section 220(d)(2) requires
EPA and the non-Federal sponsor for the
proposed project to provide to the Com-
mittee the required information on the
project, including project costs, and area
water supply needs.

Section 220(e) provides that grant funding
received under this section may be used for
engineering, design, construction, and final
testing of alternative water source projects
designed to meet critical water supply needs.
Such grant funding may not be used for oper-
ation, maintenance, replacement, repair or
rehabilitation of such projects.

Section 220(f) provides that the Federal
cost-share for a project receiving assistance
under this section shall not exceed 50 percent
of the eligible costs.

Section 220(g)(1) requires that each recipi-
ent of a grant under this section submit a re-
port to EPA on the eligible activities carried
out by the recipient using grant funding.
This report shall be submitted to EPA no
later than 18 months after the date the re-
cipient receives grant funding and every two
years thereafter, until the alternative water
source project funded by the grant is com-
plete. Section 220(g)(2) requires EPA to sub-
mit a report to Congress on the progress
made toward meeting the critical water sup-
ply needs of the grant recipients under this
section. This report is to be transmitted to
Congress on or before September 30, 2004.

Section 220(h) defines key terms. ‘‘Alter-
native Water Source Project’’ means a
project designed to provide municipal, indus-
trial, and agricultural water supplies in an
environmentally sustainable manner by con-
serving, managing, reclaiming, or reusing
water or wastewater or by treating waste-
water. These projects fall within the defini-
tion of treatment works in section 212 of the
Clean Water Act. All such projects, including
wastewater treatment projects, should be de-
signed to provide water supplies in an envi-
ronmentally sustainable manner. ‘‘Critical
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Water Supply Needs’’ means existing or rea-
sonably anticipated future water supply
needs that cannot be met by existing water
supplies, as identified in a comprehensive
statewide or regional water supply plan or
assessment projected over a planning period
of at least 20 years.

To carry out the new section 220, section
220(i) authorizes $75 million for each of fiscal
years 2000 through 2004.

Conference substitute

Section 602 of the Conference substitute
adopts the House amendment with amend-
ments, including narrowing the title to a
pilot program.

Section 220(a) is added stating that noth-
ing in the pilot program shall affect the ap-
plication of section 101(g) of the Clean Water
Act, which states Congressional policy that
nothing in the Act shall supersede State au-
thority to allocate water quantities or State
rights to such quantities.

Section 220(d)(3) is added to require se-
lected projects to reflect a variety of geo-
graphical and environmental conditions.

Section 220(h) is revised to require EPA to
report to Congress on the results of the pilot
program, including progress made by pro-
gram participants in meeting their critical
water supply needs.

In section 220(i)(1), the definition of ‘‘Alter-
native Water Source Project’’ adopts the
House definition with a clarification that
such term does not include water treatment
or distribution facilities.

Section 220(j) authorizes a total of $75 mil-
lion for the pilot program for fiscal years
2002 through 2004.

TITLE VII—CLEAN LAKES

Title VII of the Conference substitute re-
authorizes and amends the Clean Lakes Pro-
gram under section 314 of the Clean Water
Act. This title is substantially similar to
title VIII of the House amendment. The Sen-
ate bill had no comparable title. The Con-
ferees adopted title VIII of the House amend-
ment with amendments. Differences between
the House amendment and Conference sub-
stitute are as follows:

SECTION 702. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM

House amendment

Section 801 of the House amendment
amends section 314(c)(2) of the Clean Water
Act by authorizing $50 million for grants to
States to implement the Clean Lakes Pro-
gram for each of fiscal years 2001 through
2005.

Section 802 amends section 314(d) of the
Clean Water Act by: adding several lakes to
the list of lakes to receive priority consider-
ation for demonstration projects in para-
graph (2); preventing the report to Congress
on the Clean Lakes demonstration program
in paragraph (3) from expiring under the Fed-
eral Reports Elimination and Sunset Act of
1995; and, increasing the special authoriza-
tion of financial assistance to States to
carry out methods and procedures to miti-
gate harmful effects of high acidity from
acid deposition or acid mine drainage in
paragraph (4) from $15 million to $25 million.

Conference substitute

Section 702 of the Conference substitute
amends section 314(d)(2) of the Clean Water
Act authorizing demonstration projects to be
undertaken in the following lakes, in addi-
tion to those in the House amendment: Lake
Tahoe, California and Nevada; Highland
Lake, Connecticut; Lake Apopka and
Tohopekaliga Lake, Florida; Lake
Allatoona, Georgia; Walker Lake, Nevada;
Baboosic Lake and French Pond, New Hamp-
shire; Lily Lake and Strawbridge Lake, New
Jersey; Lake George, New York; Dillon Res-
ervoir, Ohio; Ten Mile Lakes, and Woahink

Lake, Oregon; and, Lake Wallenpaupack,
Pennsylvania.
TITLE VIII—TIJUANA RIVER VALLEY ESTUARY

AND BEACH CLEANUP

Title VIII of the Conference substitute au-
thorizes certain actions to address the com-
prehensive treatment of sewage emanating
from the Tijuana River to reduce water pol-
lution in the San Diego, California border re-
gion. This title is substantially similar to
title X of the House amendment. The Senate
bill had no comparable title. The Conferees
adopted title X of the House amendment
with amendments. Differences between the
House amendment and Conference substitute
are as follows:

SECTION 804. ACTIONS TO BE TAKEN BY THE
COMMISSION AND THE ADMINISTRATOR

House amendment
Subject to the negotiation and conclusion

of a new treaty minute or amendment to
Minute 283, section 1004(a) of the House
amendment authorizes and directs the Inter-
national and Boundary Water Commission
(the Commission) to provide secondary
treatment for a total of not more than 50
million gallons per day (mgd) in Mexico of
both primary advanced effluent pumped from
the International Wastewater Treatment
Plant (IWTP) in San Diego and any addi-
tional sewage emanating from the Tijuana
River area in Mexico.

Section 1004(b) directs EPA to develop a
comprehensive plan with stakeholder in-
volvement within two years of the date of
enactment of the title. The comprehensive
plan will analyze the long-term secondary
treatment needs for the San Diego-Tijuana
border region, and make recommendations
for preferred options to provide additional
treatment capacity for future flows ema-
nating from the Tijuana River area. If the
comprehensive plan includes a recommenda-
tion for additional treatment capacity to be
provided in Mexico rather than in the U.S.,
the Commission is authorized to provide not
more than an additional 25 mgd of such ca-
pacity in Mexico.

Subject to the availability of appropria-
tions, section 1004(c) authorizes the Commis-
sion to enter into a fee-for-services contract
and make payments on behalf of the U.S. for
treatment services rendered under the con-
tract with the owner of a Mexican facility.
Section 1004(c)(2) requires the contract to in-
clude, at a minimum, the terms listed in the
following subparagraphs:

(A) that the advanced primary effluent
from the IWTP be transported to the Mexi-
can facility;

(B) that the advanced primary effluent
from the IWTP be treated to the secondary
treatment level in compliance with U.S.,
California, and Mexican water quality laws;

(C) that any effluent treated at the Mexi-
can facility not reused in Mexico or the U.S.
is returned for discharge through the South
Bay Ocean Outfall off the coast of San Diego,
and that it is in compliance with U.S. and
California water quality laws;

(D) that the Mexican facility may provide
sewage treatment capacity in addition to the
capacity needed to treat the advanced pri-
mary effluent pumped from the IWTP, if rec-
ommended as a preferred option in the EPA
comprehensive plan analyzing the long-term
treatment needs and recommending pre-
ferred options to provide such treatment;

(E) that the contract has a term of 30
years;

(F) that arrangements are made for the
monitoring, verification, and enforcement of
compliance with U.S., California and Mexi-
can water quality standards;

(G) that arrangements are made for the
disposal and use of sludge in Mexico, which
is from the IWTP and the Mexican facility;

(H) that the Commission pays an annual
fee to the owner of the Mexican facility cov-
ering the costs of development, financing,
construction, and operation and mainte-
nance of the facility;

(I) that, if the Commission fails to perform
its contractual obligations, the ownership of
the facility is transferred to the U.S. after
the U.S. pays a cancellation fee to the owner
of the facility, which reflects the costs of re-
payment of construction debt and other con-
tractual losses resulting from early termi-
nation of the contract. The cancellation fee
owed to the owner of the facility shall be in
amounts declining over the term of the con-
tract;

(J) that, if the owner of the Mexican facil-
ity fails to perform its contractual obliga-
tions, ownership of the facility will be trans-
ferred to the U.S. without a cancellation fee;

(K) that the owner of the Mexican facility
uses competitive procedures to the extent
practicable in the procurement of property
or services for the engineering, construction,
and operation and maintenance of the facil-
ity;

(L) that the Commission may review and
approve the contractors providing for the en-
gineering, construction, and operation and
maintenance of the facility;

(M) that the owner of the Mexican facility
maintains all records to demonstrate com-
pliance with this section and the contract;
and,

(N) that the U.S. Department of State In-
spector General has access to all pertinent
records to conduct audits to ensure the
owner of the Mexican facility is complying
with the terms of this title and the contract.

Section 1004(c)(3) states that the Contract
Disputes Act of 1978 does not apply to a con-
tract executed under this section.

Section 1004(d) requires the U.S. Depart-
ment of State Inspector General to monitor
the implementation of contracts entered
into under this section and to evaluate
whether the owner of the Mexican facility
has complied with the terms of the section
and fulfilled the contract terms.

Conference substitute

The Conference substitute adopts the
House amendment with several amendments
to the contract terms listed in section
804(c)(2).

In order to ensure greater accountability
with respect to the costs of developing, fi-
nancing, constructing, and operating and
maintaining the facility, the Conference sub-
stitute requires the owner of the facility to
share in all of these costs. New subparagraph
(H) requires that the owner of the facility
maintain 20 percent equity in the capital
structure of the facility throughout the term
of the contract. Under new subparagraph (I),
the Commission’s annual payments shall
maintain the owner’s 20 percent equity posi-
tion throughout the term of the contract.
Revised subparagraph (E) limits the contract
term to 20 years.

The Conference substitute requires, in new
subparagraph (P), that the owner of the fa-
cility provide offsets or credits in the event
that the owner is able to sell the treated
wastewater from the facility. The parties ne-
gotiating the contract may determine the
amount of offsets or credits.

The Conference substitute also requires
the owner of the facility to competitively
bid all subcontracts for the facility. Revised
subparagraph (L) specifically applies title III
of the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949, as amended by the Com-
petition in Contracting Act.

Finally, the Conference substitute does not
provide an exemption from the Contract Dis-
putes Act.
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SECTION 806. AUTHORIZATION OF

APPROPRIATIONS

House amendment
Section 1006 of the House amendment au-

thorizes such sums as necessary to be appro-
priated to carry out the title.
Conference substitute

Section 806 of the Conference substitute
changes the authorization from ‘‘such sums
as necessary to carry out’’ the title to a five-
year authorization of $156 million for fiscal
years 2001 through 2005. The Conferees ac-
knowledge that the title also authorizes the
Commission to enter into a 20–year fee-for-
services contract with the owner of a Mexi-
can facility. The five-year authorization is
included to be consistent with the authoriza-
tions throughout the Conference substitute,
and the Conferees do not intend this to affect
the Commission’s obligations under the 20–
year contract.

TITLE IX—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Other than section 901, this title includes
new provisions that were not in the Senate
bill or the House amendment.

SECTION 901. PURCHASE OF AMERICAN-MADE
EQUIPMENT AND PRODUCTS

House amendment
Titles II, VI, VII, and VIII of the House

amendment each contained a provision re-
garding the purchase of American-made
equipment and products.
Conference substitute

The Conference substitute deletes the rel-
evant provisions in titles II, VI, VII and VIII
in the House amendment, and replaces them
with a new section 901. This section states
that it is the Sense of Congress, to the ex-
tent practicable, for all equipment and prod-
ucts purchased with funds made available
under this Act to be made in America. Also,
each Federal agency head providing financial
assistance under this bill is directed to pro-
vide such notice to each recipient of finan-
cial assistance, to the extent practicable.
SECTION 902. LONG-TERM ESTUARY ASSESSMENT

Conference substitute
Section 902 of the Conference substitute

authorizes the Secretary of Commerce and
the Secretary of the Interior to carry out a
long-term estuary assessment project for the
Mississippi River south of Vicksburg, Mis-
sissippi and the Gulf of Mexico. The author-
ized appropriation levels are $1 million for
fiscal year 2001 for the management agree-
ment with a university-based consortium,
and $4 million for each of fiscal years 2002
through 2005 to carry out the project.

The Conferees are aware that the Center
for Bioenvironmental Research at Tulane
University and Xavier University in New Or-
leans, Louisiana have formed a university-
based consortium called the ‘‘Long-term Es-
tuary Assessment Group’’ for the purpose of
developing advanced long-term assessment
and monitoring systems relating to the Mis-
sissippi River and other aquatic ecosystems
and encourages the Secretaries of Commerce
and of the Interior to examine the work
begun by the Center for Bioenvironmental
Research and this consortium when selecting
a university-based consortium to manage
this project.

SECTION 903. ALASKA RURAL SANITATION
GRANTS

Conference substitute
Section 903 of the Conference substitute

amends section 303(e) of the Safe Drinking
Water Act Amendments of 1996 by reauthor-
izing $40 million for each of fiscal years 2001
through 2005.

ADDITIONAL ITEMS

House amendment
Title IV of the House amendment estab-

lishes an EPA grant program to improve

water quality in the Florida Keys. Title IX
establishes an EPA Mississippi Sound res-
toration program.

Conference substitute

The Conference substitute deletes titles IV
and IX of the House amendment.
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f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
announces that he will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on each motion
to suspend the rules on which a re-
corded voted or the yeas and nays are
ordered, or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX.

Such record votes, if postponed, will
be taken after debate has concluded on
all motions to suspend the rules but
not before 6 p.m. today.

f

CHIMPANZEE HEALTH IMPROVE-
MENT, MAINTENANCE, AND PRO-
TECTION ACT

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 3514) to amend the Public
Health Service Act to provide for a sys-
tem of sanctuaries for chimpanzees
that have been designated as being no
longer needed in research conducted or
supported by the Public Health Serv-
ice, and for other purposes, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 3514

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Chimpanzee
Health Improvement, Maintenance, and Pro-
tection Act’’.
SEC. 2. ESTABLISHMENT OF NATIONAL SANC-

TUARY SYSTEM FOR FEDERALLY
OWNED OR SUPPORTED CHIM-
PANZEES NO LONGER NEEDED FOR
RESEARCH.

Subpart 1 of part E of title IV of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 287 et seq.) is
amended by inserting after section 481B the
following section:
‘‘SEC. 481C. SANCTUARY SYSTEM FOR SURPLUS

CHIMPANZEES.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-

vide for the establishment and operation in
accordance with this section of a system to

provide for the lifetime care of chimpanzees
that have been used, or were bred or pur-
chased for use, in research conducted or sup-
ported by the National Institutes of Health,
the Food and Drug Administration, or other
agencies of the Federal Government, and
with respect to which it has been determined
by the Secretary that the chimpanzees are
not needed for such research (in this section
referred to as ‘surplus chimpanzees’).

‘‘(b) ADMINISTRATION OF SANCTUARY SYS-
TEM.—The Secretary shall carry out this sec-
tion, including the establishment of regula-
tions under subsection (d), in consultation
with the board of directors of the nonprofit
private entity that receives the contract
under subsection (e) (relating to the oper-
ation of the sanctuary system).

‘‘(c) ACCEPTANCE OF CHIMPANZEES INTO SYS-
TEM.—All surplus chimpanzees owned by the
Federal Government shall be accepted into
the sanctuary system. Subject to standards
under subsection (d)(4), any chimpanzee that
is not owned by the Federal Government can
be accepted into the system if the owner
transfers to the sanctuary system title to
the chimpanzee.

‘‘(d) STANDARDS FOR PERMANENT RETIRE-
MENT OF SURPLUS CHIMPANZEES.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Secretary shall by regulation establish
standards for operating the sanctuary sys-
tem to provide for the permanent retirement
of surplus chimpanzees. In establishing the
standards, the Secretary shall consider the
recommendations of the board of directors of
the nonprofit private entity that receives
the contract under subsection (e), and shall
consider the recommendations of the Na-
tional Research Council applicable to sur-
plus chimpanzees that are made in the report
published in 1997 and entitled ‘Chimpanzees
in Research—Strategies for Their Ethical
Care, Management, and Use’.

‘‘(2) CHIMPANZEES ACCEPTED INTO SYSTEM.—
With respect to chimpanzees that are accept-
ed into the sanctuary system, standards
under paragraph (1) shall include the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(A) A prohibition that the chimpanzees
may not be used for research, except as au-
thorized under paragraph (3).

‘‘(B) Provisions regarding the housing of
the chimpanzees.

‘‘(C) Provisions regarding the behavioral
well-being of the chimpanzees.

‘‘(D) A requirement that the chimpanzees
be cared for in accordance with the Animal
Welfare Act.

‘‘(E) A requirement that the chimpanzees
be prevented from breeding.

‘‘(F) A requirement that complete histories
be maintained on the health and use in re-
search of the chimpanzees.

‘‘(G) A requirement that the chimpanzees
be monitored for the purpose of promptly de-
tecting the presence in the chimpanzees of
any condition that may be a threat to the
public health or the health of other chim-
panzees.

‘‘(H) A requirement that chimpanzees pos-
ing such a threat be contained in accordance
with applicable recommendations of the Di-
rector of the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention.

‘‘(I) A prohibition that none of the chim-
panzees may be subjected to euthanasia, ex-
cept as in the best interests of the chim-
panzee involved, as determined by the sys-
tem and an attending veterinarian.

‘‘(J) A prohibition that the chimpanzees
may not be discharged from the system. If
any chimpanzee is removed from a sanctuary
facility for purposes of research authorized
under paragraph (3)(A)(ii), the chimpanzee
shall be returned immediately upon the com-
pletion of that research. All costs associated
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with the removal of the chimpanzee from the
facility, with the care of the chimpanzee dur-
ing such absence from the facility, and with
the return of the chimpanzee to the facility
shall be the responsibility of the entity that
obtains approval under such paragraph re-
garding use of the chimpanzee and removes
the chimpanzee from the sanctuary facility.

‘‘(K) A provision that the Secretary may,
in the discretion of the Secretary, accept
into the system chimpanzees that are not
surplus chimpanzees.

‘‘(L) Such additional standards as the Sec-
retary determines to be appropriate.

‘‘(3) RESTRICTIONS REGARDING RESEARCH.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of para-

graph (2)(A), standards under paragraph (1)
shall provide that a chimpanzee accepted
into the sanctuary system may not be used
for studies or research, except as provided in
clause (i) or (ii), as follows:

‘‘(i) The chimpanzee may be used for
noninvasive behavioral studies or medical
studies based on information collected dur-
ing the course of normal veterinary care
that is provided for the benefit of the chim-
panzee, provided that any such study in-
volves minimal physical and mental harm,
pain, distress, and disturbance to the chim-
panzee and the social group in which the
chimpanzee lives.

‘‘(ii) The chimpanzee may be used in re-
search if—

‘‘(I) the Secretary finds that there are spe-
cial circumstances in which there is need for
that individual, specific chimpanzee (based
on that chimpanzee’s prior medical history,
prior research protocols, and current status),
and there is no chimpanzee with a similar
history and current status that is reasonably
available among chimpanzees that are not in
the sanctuary system;

‘‘(II) the Secretary finds that there are
technological or medical advancements that
were not available at the time the chim-
panzee entered the sanctuary system, and
that such advancements can and will be used
in the research;

‘‘(III) the Secretary finds that the research
is essential to address an important public
health need; and

‘‘(IV) the design of the research involves
minimal pain and physical harm to the
chimpanzee, and otherwise minimizes men-
tal harm, distress, and disturbance to the
chimpanzee and the social group in which
the chimpanzee lives (including with respect
to removal of the chimpanzee from the sanc-
tuary facility involved).

‘‘(B) APPROVAL OF RESEARCH DESIGN.—
‘‘(i) EVALUATION BY SANCTUARY BOARD.—

With respect to a proposed use in research of
a chimpanzee in the sanctuary system under
subparagraph (A)(ii), the board of directors
of the nonprofit private entity that receives
the contract under subsection (e) shall, after
consultation with the head of the sanctuary
facility in which the chimpanzee has been
placed and with the attending veterinarian,
evaluate whether the design of the research
meets the conditions described in subpara-
graph (A)(ii)(IV) and shall submit to the Sec-
retary the findings of the evaluation.

‘‘(ii) ACCEPTANCE OF BOARD FINDINGS.—The
Secretary shall accept the findings sub-
mitted to the Secretary under clause (i) by
the board of directors referred to in such
clause unless the Secretary makes a deter-
mination that the findings of the board are
arbitrary or capricious.

‘‘(iii) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—With respect
to a proposed use in research of a chim-
panzee in the sanctuary system under sub-
paragraph (A)(ii), the proposal shall not be
approved until—

‘‘(I) the Secretary publishes in the Federal
Register the proposed findings of the Sec-
retary under such subparagraph, the findings

of the evaluation by the board under clause
(i) of this subparagraph, and the proposed
evaluation by the Secretary under clause (ii)
of this subparagraph; and

‘‘(II) the Secretary seeks public comment
for a period of not less than 60 days.

‘‘(C) ADDITIONAL RESTRICTION.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (2)(A), a condition for the
use in studies or research of a chimpanzee
accepted into the sanctuary system is (in ad-
dition to conditions under subparagraphs (A)
and (B) of this paragraph) that the applicant
for such use has not been fined for, or signed
a consent decree for, any violation of the
Animal Welfare Act.

‘‘(4) NON-FEDERAL CHIMPANZEES OFFERED
FOR ACCEPTANCE INTO SYSTEM.—With respect
to a chimpanzee that is not owned by the
Federal Government and is offered for ac-
ceptance into the sanctuary system, stand-
ards under paragraph (1) shall include the
following:

‘‘(A) A provision that the Secretary may
authorize the imposition of a fee for accept-
ing such chimpanzee into the system, except
as follows:

‘‘(i) Such a fee may not be imposed for ac-
cepting the chimpanzee if, on the day before
the date of enactment of this section, the
chimpanzee was owned by the nonprofit pri-
vate entity that receives the contract under
subsection (e) or by any individual sanctuary
facility receiving a subcontract or grant
under subsection (e)(1).

‘‘(ii) Such a fee may not be imposed for ac-
cepting the chimpanzee if the chimpanzee is
owned by an entity that operates a primate
center, and if the chimpanzee is housed in
the primate center pursuant to the program
for regional centers for research on primates
that is carried out by the National Center
for Research Resources.
Any fees collected under this subparagraph
are available to the Secretary for the costs
of operating the system. Any other fees re-
ceived by the Secretary for the long-term
care of chimpanzees (including any Federal
fees that are collected for such purpose and
are identified in the report under section 3 of
the Chimpanzee Health Improvement, Main-
tenance, and Protection Act) are available
for operating the system, in addition to
availability for such other purposes as may
be authorized for the use of the fees.

‘‘(B) A provision that the Secretary may
deny such chimpanzee acceptance into the
system if the capacity of the system is not
sufficient to accept the chimpanzee, taking
into account the physical capacity of the
system; the financial resources of the sys-
tem; the number of individuals serving as
the staff of the system, including the number
of professional staff; the necessity of pro-
viding for the safety of the staff and of the
public; the necessity of caring for accepted
chimpanzees in accordance with the stand-
ards under paragraph (1); and such other fac-
tors as may be appropriate.

‘‘(C) A provision that the Secretary may
deny such chimpanzee acceptance into the
system if a complete history of the health
and use in research of the chimpanzee is not
available to the Secretary.

‘‘(D) Such additional standards as the Sec-
retary determines to be appropriate.

‘‘(e) AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR OPERATION OF
SYSTEM.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of funds pursuant to subsection (g),
the Secretary shall make an award of a con-
tract to a nonprofit private entity under
which the entity has the responsibility of op-
erating (and establishing, as applicable) the
sanctuary system and awarding subcontracts
or grants to individual sanctuary facilities
that meet the standards under subsection
(d).

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary may
make an award under paragraph (1) to a non-
profit private entity only if the entity meets
the following requirements:

‘‘(A) The entity has a governing board of
directors that is composed and appointed in
accordance with paragraph (3) and is satis-
factory to the Secretary.

‘‘(B) The terms of service for members of
such board are in accordance with paragraph
(3).

‘‘(C) The members of the board serve with-
out compensation. The members may be re-
imbursed for travel, subsistence, and other
necessary expenses incurred in carrying out
the duties of the board.

‘‘(D) The entity has an executive director
meeting such requirements as the Secretary
determines to be appropriate.

‘‘(E) The entity makes the agreement de-
scribed in paragraph (4) (relating to non-Fed-
eral contributions).

‘‘(F) The entity agrees to comply with
standards under subsection (d).

‘‘(G) The entity agrees to make necropsy
reports on chimpanzees in the sanctuary sys-
tem available on a reasonable basis to per-
sons who conduct biomedical or behavioral
research, with priority given to such persons
who are Federal employees or who receive fi-
nancial support from the Federal Govern-
ment for research.

‘‘(H) Such other requirements as the Sec-
retary determines to be appropriate.

‘‘(3) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.—For purposes of
subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph (2):

‘‘(A) The governing board of directors of
the nonprofit private entity involved is com-
posed and appointed in accordance with this
paragraph if the following conditions are
met:

‘‘(i) Such board is composed of not more
than 13 voting members.

‘‘(ii) Such members include individuals
with expertise and experience in the science
of managing captive chimpanzees (including
primate veterinary care), appointed from
among individuals endorsed by organizations
that represent individuals in such field.

‘‘(iii) Such members include individuals
with expertise and experience in the field of
animal protection, appointed from among in-
dividuals endorsed by organizations that rep-
resent individuals in such field.

‘‘(iv) Such members include individuals
with expertise and experience in the zoolog-
ical field (including behavioral primatology),
appointed from among individuals endorsed
by organizations that represent individuals
in such field.

‘‘(v) Such members include individuals
with expertise and experience in the field of
the business and management of nonprofit
organizations, appointed from among indi-
viduals endorsed by organizations that rep-
resent individuals in such field.

‘‘(vi) Such members include representa-
tives from entities that provide accredita-
tion in the field of laboratory animal medi-
cine.

‘‘(vii) Such members include individuals
with expertise and experience in the field of
containing biohazards.

‘‘(viii) Such members include an additional
member who serves as the chair of the board,
appointed from among individuals who have
been endorsed for purposes of clause (ii), (iii),
(iv), or (v).

‘‘(ix) None of the members of the board has
been fined for, or signed a consent decree for,
any violation of the Animal Welfare Act.

‘‘(B) The terms of service for members of
the board of directors are in accordance with
this paragraph if the following conditions
are met:

‘‘(i) The term of the chair of the board is 3
years.
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‘‘(ii) The initial members of the board se-

lect, by a random method, 1 member from
each of the 6 fields specified in subparagraph
(A) to serve a term of 2 years and (in addi-
tion to the chair) 1 member from each of
such fields to serve a term of 3 years.

‘‘(iii) After the initial terms under clause
(ii) expire, each member of the board (other
than the chair) is appointed to serve a term
of 2 years.

‘‘(iv) An individual whose term of service
expires may be reappointed to the board.

‘‘(v) A vacancy in the membership of the
board is filled in the manner in which the
original appointment was made.

‘‘(vi) If a member of the board does not
serve the full term applicable to the mem-
ber, the individual appointed to fill the re-
sulting vacancy is appointed for the remain-
der of the term of the predecessor member.

‘‘(4) REQUIREMENT OF MATCHING FUNDS.—
The agreement required in paragraph (2)(E)
for a nonprofit private entity (relating to the
award of the contract under paragraph (1)) is
an agreement that, with respect to the costs
to be incurred by the entity in establishing
and operating the sanctuary system, the en-
tity will make available (directly or through
donations from public or private entities)
non-Federal contributions toward such costs,
in cash or in kind, in an amount not less
than the following, as applicable:

‘‘(A) For expenses associated with estab-
lishing the sanctuary system (as determined
by the Secretary), 10 percent of such costs
($1 for each $9 of Federal funds provided
under the contract under paragraph (1)).

‘‘(B) For expenses associated with oper-
ating the sanctuary system (as determined
by the Secretary), 25 percent of such costs
($1 for each $3 of Federal funds provided
under such contract).

‘‘(5) ESTABLISHMENT OF CONTRACT ENTITY.—
If the Secretary determines that an entity
meeting the requirements of paragraph (2)
does not exist, not later than 60 days after
the date of enactment of this section, the
Secretary shall, for purposes of paragraph
(1), make a grant for the establishment of
such an entity, including paying the cost of
incorporating the entity under the law of
one of the States.

‘‘(f) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion:

‘‘(1) PERMANENT RETIREMENT.—The term
‘permanent retirement’, with respect to a
chimpanzee that has been accepted into the
sanctuary system, means that under sub-
section (a) the system provides for the life-
time care of the chimpanzee, that under sub-
section (d)(2) the system does not permit the
chimpanzee to be used in research (except as
authorized under subsection (d)(3)) or to be
euthanized (except as provided in subsection
(d)(2)(I)), that under subsection (d)(2) the
system will not discharge the chimpanzee
from the system, and that under such sub-
section the system otherwise cares for the
chimpanzee.

‘‘(2) SANCTUARY SYSTEM.—The term ‘sanc-
tuary system’ means the system described in
subsection (a).

‘‘(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’
means the Secretary of Health and Human
Services.

‘‘(4) SURPLUS CHIMPANZEES.—The term ‘sur-
plus chimpanzees’ has the meaning given
that term in subsection (a).

‘‘(g) FUNDING.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amount appro-

priated under this Act for fiscal year 2001
and each subsequent fiscal year, the Sec-
retary, subject to paragraph (2), shall reserve
a portion for purposes of the operation (and
establishment, as applicable) of the sanc-
tuary system and for purposes of paragraph
(3), except that the Secretary may not for
such purposes reserve any further funds from

such amount after the aggregate total of the
funds so reserved for such fiscal years
reaches $30,000,000. The purposes for which
funds reserved under the preceding sentence
may be expended include the construction
and renovation of facilities for the sanctuary
system.

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—Funds may not be re-
served for a fiscal year under paragraph (1)
unless the amount appropriated under this
Act for such year equals or exceeds the
amount appropriated under this Act for fis-
cal year 1999.

‘‘(3) USE OF FUNDS FOR OTHER COMPLIANT
FACILITIES.—With respect to amounts re-
served under paragraph (1) for a fiscal year,
the Secretary may use a portion of such
amounts to make awards of grants or con-
tracts to public or private entities operating
facilities that, as determined by the board of
directors of the nonprofit private entity that
receives the contract under subsection (e),
provide for the retirement of chimpanzees in
accordance with the same standards that
apply to the sanctuary system pursuant to
regulations under subsection (d). Such an
award may be expended for the expenses of
operating the facilities involved.’’.

SEC. 3. REPORT TO CONGRESS REGARDING NUM-
BER OF CHIMPANZEES AND FUND-
ING FOR CARE OF CHIMPANZEES.

With respect to chimpanzees that have
been used, or were bred or purchased for use,
in research conducted or supported by the
National Institutes of Health, the Food and
Drug Administration, or other agencies of
the Federal Government, the Secretary of
Health and Human Services shall, not later
than 365 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, submit to Congress a report pro-
viding the following information:

(1) The number of such chimpanzees in the
United States, whether owned or held by the
Federal Government, any of the States, or
private entities.

(2) An identification of any requirement
imposed by the Federal Government that, as
a condition of the use of such a chimpanzee
in research by a non-Federal entity—

(A) fees be paid by the entity to the Fed-
eral Government for the purpose of providing
for the care of the chimpanzee (including any
fees for long-term care); or

(B) funds be provided by the entity to a
State, unit of local government, or private
entity for an endowment or other financial
account whose purpose is to provide for the
care of the chimpanzee (including any funds
provided for long-term care).

(3) An accounting for fiscal years 1999 and
2000 of all fees paid and funds provided by
non-Federal entities pursuant to require-
ments described in subparagraphs (A) and (B)
of paragraph (2).

(4) In the case of such fees, a specification
of whether the fees were available to the
Secretary (or other Federal officials) pursu-
ant to annual appropriations Acts or pursu-
ant to permanent appropriations.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD) and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill now under consideration,
H.R. 3514.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3514 is the Chim-
panzee Health Improvement, Mainte-
nance, and Protection Act. It has 139
bipartisan supporters.

Mr. Speaker, I am a member of the
Committee on Commerce, and the
Committee on Commerce has jurisdic-
tion over the National Institutes of
Health. The NIH is the world’s premier
biomedical research facility in the
world. Because the chimpanzee is the
closest genetic relative to humans, it
has long been used as a model for phys-
iological, biomedical, and behavioral
research. We all remember in the early
days of the space program the chim-
panzee, Ham, pioneering space travel
before we dared to allow humans to do
that. We would not have a space pro-
gram if it had not been for the con-
tributions of the chimpanzees in the
program.

When the AIDS epidemic became ap-
parent to researchers, since we had
stopped the practice of importing
chimpanzees, the NIH went on a crash
program to breed chimpanzees, on the
assumption that the chimpanzee, being
so closely related to humans geneti-
cally, would be the perfect model to
study AIDS and HIV and could be used
as a means to do research to find cures.
It turns out that the chimpanzee was
not a good model for HIV and AIDS. It
did not contract the disease so readily.
And as a result, we now have on our
hands 1,700 surplus chimpanzees, 1,700
chimpanzees living in six research cen-
ters throughout the country.

Often these chimpanzees, which are
intelligent animals with emotions and
social groupings, live in cramped cages
without any social contact at all. It is
expensive to do this, Mr. Speaker. It
costs the taxpayers about $7.5 million a
year to keep these animals in these
conditions. The legislation that is be-
fore us will create a new public-private
partnership to create sanctuaries
where these chimpanzees, who are no
longer needed for research, can spend
the remainder of their lives, and they
often live to be 60 years of age, in hu-
mane sanctuaries where they can live
in social groupings and in humane and
healthy conditions.

I first became aware of this issue
from the work of Dr. Jane Goodall. We
all remember Dr. Jane Goodall from
the National Geographic special. She
was the pioneer researcher living in the
field amongst the chimpanzees and
learning to understand them and all of
the nuances of their behavior. Dr. Jane
Goodall is practically a saint, as far as
I am concerned. She is a wonderful,
gentle, thoughtful person who recog-
nized that these creatures deserve far
better from us than they are receiving,
and so she suggested this notion that
we create these sanctuaries and she has
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offered to help to raise the funds to
meet the private sector side of this.

As she said, when she testified before
our committee in May, ‘‘Instead of ex-
pending research dollars to warehouse
chimpanzees, sometimes for decades,
retiring chimpanzees to a sanctuary
will be a humane alternative that also
frees financial resources that can bet-
ter be used to find cures for human ail-
ments.’’ Mr. Speaker, this legislation
will save the taxpayers, it is estimated,
about $3 million per year. So it is not
only the humane thing to do, it is also
the cost-effective thing to do.

I would like to thank some folks who
worked very hard to get this legisla-
tion before us today. Tina Nelson is my
constituent from Bucks County, Penn-
sylvania. She is the Executive Director
of the American Anti-Vivisection Soci-
ety. I would also like to thank the Na-
tional Chimpanzee Sanctuary Task
Force, the ASPCA, the NAVS, the
SAPL, and the Humane Society of the
United States, whose collective mem-
bership represents 8 million members.

I would also like to thank their staff,
Joyce Cowan, Adam Roberts, Chris
Heyde, Mimi Brody and Marianne
Radziewicz, and Nandan Kenkeremath
of the Committee on Commerce staff,
as well as my former staff member,
Mara Garducci, who started work on
this, and Joel White, who completed
the task.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mr. HALL of Texas asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in support of H.R. 3514, the Chim-
panzee Health Improvement, Mainte-
nance, and Protection Act. I am one of
over 140 of the gentleman’s cosponsors.
The author has done a great job of
gaining and garnering support and ush-
ering it through.

Mr. Speaker, this directs HHS to es-
tablish and maintain a sanctuary sys-
tem for the lifetime care of chim-
panzees that have been used, bred for,
or purchased for research conducted or
supported by the National Institutes of
Health, the Food and Drug Administra-
tion or other agencies in the Federal
Government.
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Although many of these surplus
chimpanzees have hepatitis and HIV in-
fections and are a danger to uninfected
animals as well as their caretakers,
H.R. 3514 provides, I think, the highest
level of veterinary expertise for these
retired animals. It establishes sanc-
tuaries and does a lot of other things.
But basically, it provides chimpanzees
with housing and a protected environ-
ment that is sensitive to their social
needs along with the long-term health
care and all needed medications. It is
the right thing to do. It is also an ex-
cellent animal model for future health

care legislation for all American citi-
zens.

While I rise in support of this bill
today, I also look forward to working
on more equitable public health poli-
cies for our Nation’s citizens in the
107th Congress.

I salute and support the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD).
He has done a good job with this. It is
a humane bill. It is one of the few
things that this body does that really
ought to be done for a group who have
no lobby. He has done a great job. I am
honored to be a part of it.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. HALL) for his kind re-
marks and for his help in this legisla-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
BAIRD).

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I rise very
briefly to commend the sponsor of the
legislation.

Before coming to Congress, I was a
clinical psychologist. In psychology we
make extensive use of chimpanzees and
other primates in research, and it is in-
cumbent upon us to care for the ani-
mals that serve us well in providing re-
search and critical data to advance
human health.

I want to commend the sponsor of
the bill and other cosponsors of this
critical piece of legislation, and I urge
its passage.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in reluc-
tant support of H.R. 3514, the Chimpanzee
Health Improvement, Maintenance and Protec-
tion Act. I say reluctant because this bill is still
not supported by the Administration, which
has raised a number of concerns. I include
with my statement a letter to me from Dr. Ruth
Kirschstein, Principal Deputy Director, National
Institutes of Health (NIH).

H.R. 3514, which is clearly well intended,
will consume millions of dollars of funding from
the Health and Human Services’ (HHS) budg-
et to establish and maintain a sanctuary sys-
tem for the lifetime care of chimpanzees that
have been used, bred for, or purchased for re-
search conducted or supported by the NIH,
the Food and Drug Administration, or other
agencies of the Federal Government. H.R.
3514 has the support of many of my col-
leagues from both sides of the aisle.

Many of these surplus chimpanzees have
hepatitis and HIV infections, and are a danger
to uninfected animals, as well as their care-
takers. This bill establishes how the sanc-
tuaries will be administered and operated
through a partnership with a private, non-profit
entity, that includes the highest level of veteri-
nary expertise. It also sets forth guidelines for
the care of these animals and the limited con-
ditions under which they can be returned to
research. Whether chimpanzees not used in
Federally-funded research should be accepted
into the sanctuaries is somewhat controversial,
but it is permissible under this bill.

Beyond the humane intentions of this bill on
behalf of these surplus chimpanzees, I am
concerned about the message we are sending
to the American people about our priorities in
the waning days of the 106th Congress. Many
important public health issues before this Con-
gress languish. These include: enactment of a
real Patients’ Bill of Rights; restoration of fed-
eral jurisdiction to control tobacco use by
America’s children; access to prescription
drugs for senior citizens; long-term care for
the elderly; access for America’s children with
rare or serious health problems to pediatric
specialists, medications and clinical trials; ade-
quate protection for human research subjects;
protection from genetic discrimination by
health insurers and employers; and enhanced
protection of confidential medical records.

Providing chimpanzees with housing in a
protected environment that is sensitive to their
social needs, along with long-term health care
and medications, is all well and good for the
chimps. However, America’s human citizens
also deserve these benefits. It is time for this
Congress to examine the public health policies
it is legislating for animals, such as the com-
prehensive facilities for the one-to-two thou-
sand surplus chimpanzees that are covered by
H.R. 3514, and use them as models for caring
for our most valued resource, America’s
human citizens.

I respect the valuable contribution to
science made by our evolutionary forebears.
The majority has given new meaning to the
notion of incremental reform. Perhaps we can
do for humans in the 107th Congress what we
will do for chimps in the 106th.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN
SERVICES, PUBLIC HEALTH SERV-
ICE,

Bethesda, MD, October 16, 2000.
Hon. JOHN D. DINGELL,
Committee on Commerce, House of Representa-

tives, Washington, DC.
DEAR MR. DINGELL: I am writing to inform

you of the impact on the National Institutes
of Health (NIH) of S. 2725 and H.R. 3514, the
Chimpanzee Health Improvement, Mainte-
nance, and Protection Act. The bills, which
are substantially similar, would require that
NIH enter into a contract with a nonprofit
private entity for the purpose of operating a
sanctuary system for the long-term care of
chimpanzees. A sanctuary system, however
well intentioned, could have unintended con-
sequences for both humans as well as the
chimpanzees it seeks to protect.

The NIH is deeply committed to the care
and well-being of chimpanzees used in bio-
medical research. The chimpanzee has been
an essential, effective animal model for
studying several serious diseases, including
hepatitis and respiratory syncytial virus.
This animal model has been a necessary and
valuable part of the NIH-supported efforts to
prevent these diseases and their serious,
sometimes fatal consequences.

The NIH is implementing a plan to provide
long-term care for 288 chimpanzees that are
infected with human immunodeficiency
virus (HIV), hepatitis, or both. These ani-
mals are not candidates for a sanctuary be-
cause their persistent infections pose a sig-
nificant health threat to caretakers and
uninfected animals. They also have unique
health care problems that require special
care not generally available in sanctuaries.
Under the plan, these chimpanzees may be
returned to research, if the need arises.
Thus, the plan meets the needs of research,
while providing humane care for the ani-
mals.
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Any long-term care plan must ensure that

chimpanzees may be used, if necessary, in fu-
ture biomedical research. S. 2725 and H.R.
3514 would prohibit any further research on
chimpanzees placed in the sanctuary. The
NIH plan, however, does allow animals to be
returned to research if the need arises. Bio-
medical research does not always proceed in
a simple, swift, and direct path. A drug may
have been discarded because it was not effec-
tive for a specific disease, only to be found
years later to be effective against a different
disease. At some future time, a scientist
might discover a vaccine for hepatitis C or a
treatment that could potentially eradicate
HIV from an infected individual. It would be
very unfortunate if we did not have access to
animals with these long-term infections to
assess new treatments and vaccines. This
could have a substantial deleterious effect
on the health of humans and chimpanzees.
For these reasons, we believe that perma-
nent retirement of these chimpanzees is un-
wise. In addition, providing permanent re-
tirement would represent poor stewardship
in regard to the already substantial invest-
ment in these animals by the NIH.

Much time and considerable resources are
required to establish appropriate facilities
for chimpanzees. At this time, any long-term
care plan should be limited to those chim-
panzees that have participated in research
funded by the NIH and the Public Health
Service. Both S. 2725 and H.R. 3514 could po-
tentially require that NIH expend resources
to provide long-term care for chimpanzees
that participated in research funded by the
private sector or were used in other ways, for
example, by the entertainment industry.

I appreciate your continued interest in the
NIH and the future of biomedical research. I
would be pleased to provide more informa-
tion about our plan and to discuss any fur-
ther needs you might see in this area. We re-
quest that you delay legislative action on
this issue until we have had an opportunity
to discuss with Congress our proposed long-
term care plan for the chimpanzees.

This letter is also being sent to Senators
James M. Jeffords and Edward M. Kennedy
and Representative Tom Bliley, Jr.

Sincerely yours,
RUTH L. KIRSCHSTEIN, M.D.,

Principal Deputy Director.

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. Speaker,
as an original sponsor of this important and
humane legislation, I rise today in support of
H.R. 3514 which will provide a sanctuary for
chimpanzees that are no longer needed for
public research purposes. This is an issue that
I have cared about for a long time and one
which has required an enormous amount of
effort to resolve.

Currently, there are more than 1,700 apes
in labs across the United States used for a va-
riety of research purposes including infectious
disease testing, AIDS research, spinal and
brain injury research, and toxicity testing. Al-
though scientists have been highly successful
in breeding chimpanzees in captivity to meet
their research needs, there has been no con-
sideration of what to do with chimpanzees
when they are no longer needed. Given the
surplus of chimpanzees in captivity, the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, which owns the title
to many of these research chimpanzees,
projects the divestiture of a large proportion of
the chimpanzees from their facilities in the
near future.

Without this legislation, these retired chimps
will continue to be housed in expensive facili-
ties that provide marginal or inhumane care.
One of the worst examples of these sub-
standard facilities is the chimpanzee housing

operated by the Coulston Foundation. Despite
being cited for numerous violations of the Ani-
mal Welfare Act, Coulston retains many chim-
panzees simply because there are no avail-
able alternatives. This bill will finally provide a
safe home for these chimpanzees.

Fortunately, this legislation will also help us
care for surplus chimpanzees in a way that
saves taxpayer resources. Currently, NIH is
supporting approximately 600 chimpanzees at
a cost of between $15 and $30 per day per
ape. The U.S. Government spends at least
$7.5 million annually to warehouse surplus
chimpanzees in labs where they are no longer
needed. These chimpanzees can be main-
tained in better environments at a far lower
cost in a sanctuary setting that allows many
chimpanzees to be stored together in a
healthy and comfortable environment.

For all these reasons, I strongly support this
legislation and I urge its immediate passage.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I want to
commend my colleague, Mr. GREENWOOD, for
bringing Congressional attention to this issue.
I’m pleased we are passing legislation that il-
lustrates a sensitivity to and responsibility for
chimpanzees after they are no longer needed
for research. But I cannot understand how we
are unable to demonstrate this level of respon-
siveness to Medicare beneficiaries or con-
sumers of managed care plans who have
asked us to address their concerns about
health care. There is no excuse for adjourning
Congress without a Medicare prescription drug
benefit. There is no excuse for adjourning
Congress without a Patients Bill of Rights.
There is no excuse for adjourning without ad-
dressing the health care concerns that con-
sume the daily lives of our constituents. This
Congress is capable of doing more and I
would urge us to pass this important bill as
well as responsible health care legislation for
the nation.

Great work is being done in research with
the use of animal subjects like Chimpanzees.
Federal agencies including the NIH, CDC,
FDA, and NASA rely on chimps for research.
Chimps have proven to be an invaluable re-
source in the study of human diseases—
breakthroughs in Hepatitis B and C can be at-
tributed to research conducted with these pri-
mates. Ohio State University’s Chimpanzee
Center is expanding their 17-year-old program
on cognitive and behavioral research and
building a new facility. They are very sup-
portive of the need for the sanctuaries outlined
in this legislation. In the mid-to-late eighties,
the Federal Government launched a vigorous
chimpanzee breeding program aimed at find-
ing answers to the cause of AIDS.

While these animals served us well in re-
search that led to breakthrough medical treat-
ments for many diseases, researchers discov-
ered chimps were not a good model for AIDS
research. As a result, there is a surplus of
Chimps living with HIV that deserve our atten-
tion in their post-research existence. Today,
chimps no longer needed for research are
being housed in warehouses in laboratories
throughout the nation at a price of $7 million
annually. It costs $20–$30 per day per animal
to house chimpanzees in laboratory cages.
Some are living at a facility charged with gross
negligence in their treatment of chimps.

The passage of this bill would establish a
cost-effective, public-private partnership to cre-
ate a sanctuary system to provide for the life-
time care of chimps. These sanctuaries would

be staffed by trained professionals and over-
seen by a board of professionals with a thor-
ough understanding of the medical needs of
the chimps and the safety requirements of
their caretakers. Not only will this provide a
much higher quality of life for these animals,
it will also serve taxpayers well, costing sub-
stantially less than the current laboratory facili-
ties.

This legislation has garnered overwhelming
support from such diverse groups as the bio-
medical research community, zoological com-
munity, and the animal welfare groups. Ac-
cording to the National Academy of Sciences,
National Research Council study, there are
hundreds of chimpanzees currently sitting in
small cages that will never and can never be
used for research. There is a moral responsi-
bility for the long-term care of chimpanzees
that are used for our benefit in scientific re-
search and today that responsibility is ours.

While I am pleased we are passing legisla-
tion that illustrates a sensitivity to and respon-
sibility for chimpanzees after they are no
longer needed for research, I cannot under-
stand why we are unable to demonstrate this
level of responsiveness to Medicare bene-
ficiaries or consumers of managed care plans
who have asked us to address their concerns
about health care.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, as an original co-
sponsor of the CHIMP Act and a co-chair of
the Congressional Friends of Animals Caucus,
I rise in strong support of the bill today.

The CHIMP Act will provide for a more cost-
efficient way of caring for surplus chim-
panzees, including those housed by the
Coulston Foundation. The bill establishes a
public-private partnership so that the cost of
caring for these chimpanzees will be shared
with private interests. This ensures the federal
government saves money and the chimps are
kept in a more humane environment. The
CHIMP Act also calls for grouping chim-
panzees in larger communities than labora-
tories allow—thereby reducing housing costs.

Chimpanzees serve our needs in research
that has led to breakthrough medical treat-
ments for AIDS and other diseases. The ani-
mals live almost as long as humans and we
must work to provide a humane and cost effi-
cient environment for their retirement.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to support this common
sense legislation.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 3514, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

ENERGY ACT OF 2000
Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I

move to suspend the rules and concur
in the Senate amendment to the bill
(H.R. 2884) to extend energy conserva-
tion programs under the Energy Policy



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H10555October 24, 2000
and Conservation Act through fiscal
year 2003.

The Clerk read as follows:
Senate amendment:
Strike out all after the enacting clause and

insert:
SECTION. 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the Energy Act of
2000.

TITLE I—STRATEGIC PETROLEUM
RESERVE

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Energy Policy

and Conservation Act Amendments of 2000’’.
SEC. 102. AMENDMENT TO SECTION 2 OF THE EN-

ERGY POLICY AND CONSERVATION
ACT

Section 2 of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6201) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘standby’’
and ‘‘, subject to congressional review, to impose
rationing, to reduce demand for energy through
the implementation of energy conservation
plans, and’’; and

(2) by striking paragraphs (3) and (6).
SEC. 103. AMENDMENT TO TITLE I OF THE EN-

ERGY POLICY AND CONSERVATION
ACT

Title I of the Energy Policy and Conservation
Act (42 U.S.C. 6211–6251) is amended—

(1) by striking section 102 (42 U.S.C. 6211) and
its heading;

(2) by striking section 104(b)(1);
(3) by striking section 106 (42 U.S.C. 6214) and

its heading;
(4) by amending section 151(b) (42 U.S.C. 6231)

to read as follows:
‘‘(b) It is the policy of the United States to

provide for the creation of a Strategic Petroleum
Reserve for the storage of up to 1 billion barrels
of petroleum products to reduce the impact of
disruptions in supplies of petroleum products, to
carry out obligations of the United States under
the international energy program, and for other
purposes as provided for in this Act.’’;

(5) in section 152 (42 U.S.C. 6232)—
(A) by striking paragraphs (1), (3) and (7),

and
(B) in paragraph (11) by striking ‘‘; such term

includes the Industrial Petroleum Reserve, the
Early Storage Reserve, and the Regional Petro-
leum Reserve’’.

(6) by striking section 153 (42 U.S.C. 6233) and
its heading;

(7) in section 154 (42 U.S.C. 6234)—
(A) by amending subsection (a) to read as fol-

lows:
‘‘(a) A Strategic Petroleum Reserve for the

storage of up to 1 billion barrels of petroleum
products shall be created pursuant to this
part.’’;

(B) by amending subsection (b) to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(b) The Secretary, in accordance with this
part, shall exercise authority over the develop-
ment, operation, and maintenance of the Re-
serve.’’; and

(C) by striking subsections (c), (d), and (e);
(8) by striking section 155 (42 U.S.C. 6235) and

its heading;
(9) by striking section 156 (42 U.S.C. 6236) and

its heading;
(10) by striking section 157 (42 U.S.C. 6237)

and its heading;
(11) by striking section 158 (42 U.S.C. 6238)

and its heading;
(12) by amending the heading for section 159

(42 U.S.C. 6239) to read, ‘‘Development, Oper-
ation, and Maintenance of the Reserve’’;

(13) in section 159 (42 U.S.C. 6239)—
(A) by striking subsections (a), (b), (c), (d),

and (e);
(B) by amending subsection (f) to read as fol-

lows:
‘‘(f) In order to develop, operate, or maintain

the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, the Secretary
may—

‘‘(1) issue rules, regulations, or orders;
‘‘(2) acquire by purchase, condemnation, or

otherwise, land or interests in land for the loca-
tion of storage and related facilities;

‘‘(3) construct, purchase, lease, or otherwise
acquire storage and related facilities;

‘‘(4) use, lease, maintain, sell or otherwise dis-
pose of land or interests in land, or of storage
and related facilities acquired under this part,
under such terms and conditions as the Sec-
retary considers necessary or appropriate;

‘‘(5) acquire, subject to the provisions of sec-
tion 160, by purchase, exchange, or otherwise,
petroleum products for storage in the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve;

‘‘(6) store petroleum products in storage facili-
ties owned and controlled by the United States
or in storage facilities owned by others if those
facilities are subject to audit by the United
States;

‘‘(7) execute any contracts necessary to de-
velop, operate, or maintain the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve;

‘‘(8) bring an action, when the Secretary con-
siders it necessary, in any court having jurisdic-
tion over the proceedings, to acquire by con-
demnation any real or personal property, in-
cluding facilities, temporary use of facilities, or
other interests in land, together with any per-
sonal property located on or used with the
land.’’; and

(C) in subsection (g)—
(i) by striking ‘‘implementation’’ and inserting

‘‘development’’; and
(ii) by striking ‘‘Plan’’;
(D) by striking subsections (h) and (i);
(E) by amending subsection (j) to read as fol-

lows:
‘‘(j) If the Secretary determines expansion be-

yond 700,000,000 barrels of petroleum product in-
ventory is appropriate, the Secretary shall sub-
mit a plan for expansion to the Congress.’’; and

(F) by amending subsection (l) to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(l) During a drawdown and sale of Strategic
Petroleum Reserve petroleum products, the Sec-
retary may issue implementing rules, regula-
tions, or orders in accordance with section 553
of title 5, United States Code, without regard to
rulemaking requirements in section 523 of this
Act, and section 501 of the Department of En-
ergy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7191).’’;

(14) in section 160 (42 U.S.C. 6240)—
(A) in subsection (a), by striking all before the

dash and inserting the following—
‘‘(a) The Secretary may acquire, place in stor-

age, transport, or exchange’’;
(B) in subsection (a)(1) by striking all after

‘‘Federal lands’’;
(C) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘, including

the Early Storage Reserve and the Regional Pe-
troleum Reserve’’ and by striking paragraph (2);
and

(D) by striking subsections (c), (d), (e), and
(g);

(15) in section 161 (42 U.S.C. 6241)—
(A) by striking ‘‘Distribution of the Reserve’’

in the title of this section and inserting ‘‘Sale of
Petroleum Products’’;

(B) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘drawdown
and distribute’’ and inserting ‘‘drawdown and
sell petroleum products in’’;

(C) by striking subsections (b), (c), and (f);
(D) by amending subsection (d)(1) to read as

follows:
‘‘(d)(1) Drawdown and sale of petroleum prod-

ucts from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve may
not be made unless the President has found
drawdown and sale are required by a severe en-
ergy supply interruption or by obligations of the
United States under the international energy
program.’’;

(E) by amending subsection (e) to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(e)(1) The Secretary shall sell petroleum
products withdrawn from the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve at public sale to the highest quali-
fied bidder in the amounts, for the period, and

after a notice of sale considered appropriate by
the Secretary, and without regard to Federal,
State, or local regulations controlling sales of
petroleum products.

‘‘(2) The Secretary may cancel in whole or in
part any offer to sell petroleum products as part
of any drawdown and sale under this section.’’;
and

(F) in subsection (g)—
(i) by amending paragraph (1) to read as fol-

lows:
‘‘(g)(1) The Secretary shall conduct a con-

tinuing evaluation of the drawdown and sales
procedures. In the conduct of an evaluation, the
Secretary is authorized to carry out a test draw-
down and sale or exchange of petroleum prod-
ucts from the Reserve. Such a test drawdown
and sale or exchange may not exceed 5,000,000
barrels of petroleum products.’’;

(ii) by striking paragraph (2);
(iii) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘90’’ and in-

serting ‘‘95’’;
(iv) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘drawdown

and distribution’’ and inserting ‘‘test’’;
(v) by amending paragraph (6) to read as fol-

lows:
‘‘(6) In the case of a sale of any petroleum

products under this subsection, the Secretary
shall, to the extent funds are available in the
SPR Petroleum Account as a result of such sale,
acquire petroleum products for the Reserve
within the 12-month period beginning after com-
pletion of the sale.’’; and

(vi) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘drawdown
and distribution’’ and inserting ‘‘test’’;

(G) in subsection (h)—
(i) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘distribute’’

and inserting ‘‘sell petroleum products from’’;
(ii) by deleting ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph

(1)(A) and by deleting ‘‘shortage,’’ at the end of
paragraph (1)(B) and inserting ‘‘shortage; and

‘‘(C) the Secretary of Defense has found that
action taken under this subsection will not im-
pair national security,’’;

(iii) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘In no case
may the Reserve’’ and inserting ‘‘Petroleum
products from the Reserve may not’’; and

(iv) in paragraph (3) by striking ‘‘distribu-
tion’’ each time it appears and inserting ‘‘sale’’;

(16) by striking section 164 (42 U.S.C. 6244)
and its heading;

(17) by amending section 165 (42 U.S.C. 6245)
and its heading to read as follows:

‘‘ANNUAL REPORT

‘‘SEC. 165. The Secretary shall report annually
to the President and the Congress on actions
taken to implement this part. This report shall
include—

‘‘(1) the status of the physical capacity of the
Reserve and the type and quantity of petroleum
products in the Reserve;

‘‘(2) an estimate of the schedule and cost to
complete planned equipment upgrade or capital
investment in the Reserve, including upgrades
and investments carried out as part of oper-
ational maintenance or extension of life activi-
ties;

‘‘(3) an identification of any life-limiting con-
ditions or operational problems at any Reserve
facility, and proposed remedial actions includ-
ing an estimate of the schedule and cost of im-
plementing those remedial actions;

‘‘(4) a description of current withdrawal and
distribution rates and capabilities, and an iden-
tification of any operational or other limitations
on those rates and capabilities;

‘‘(5) a listing of petroleum product acquisi-
tions made in the preceding year and planned in
the following year, including quantity, price,
and type of petroleum;

‘‘(6) a summary of the actions taken to de-
velop, operate, and maintain the Reserve;

‘‘(7) a summary of the financial status and fi-
nancial transactions of the Strategic Petroleum
Reserve and Strategic Petroleum Reserve Petro-
leum Accounts for the year;

‘‘(8) a summary of expenses for the year, and
the number of Federal and contractor employ-
ees;
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‘‘(9) the status of contracts for development,

operation, maintenance, distribution, and other
activities related to the implementation of this
part;

‘‘(10) a summary of foreign oil storage agree-
ments and their implementation status;

‘‘(11) any recommendations for supplemental
legislation or policy or operational changes the
Secretary considers necessary or appropriate to
implement this part.’’;

(18) in section 166 (42 U.S.C. 6246) by striking
‘‘for fiscal year 1997.’’;

(19) in section 167 (42 U.S.C. 6247)—
(A) in subsection (b)—
(i) by striking ‘‘and the drawdown’’ and in-

serting ‘‘for test sales of petroleum products
from the Reserve, and for the drawdown, sale,’’;

(ii) by striking paragraph (1); and
(iii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘after fiscal

year 1982’’; and
(B) by striking subsection (e);
(20) in section 171 (42 U.S.C. 6249)—
(A) by amending subsection (b)(2)(B) to read

as follows:
‘‘(B) the Secretary notifies each House of the

Congress of the determination and identifies in
the notification the location, type, and owner-
ship of storage and related facilities proposed to
be included, or the volume, type, and ownership
of petroleum products proposed to be stored, in
the Reserve, and an estimate of the proposed
benefits.’’;

(B) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘distribu-
tion of’’ and inserting ‘‘sale of petroleum prod-
ucts from’’;

(21) in section 172 (42 U.S.C. 6249a), by strik-
ing subsections (a) and (b);

(22) by striking section 173 (42 U.S.C. 6249b)
and its heading; and

(23) in section 181 (42 U.S.C. 6251), by striking
‘‘March 31, 2000’’ each time it appears and in-
serting ‘‘September 30, 2003’’.
SEC. 104. AMENDMENT TO TITLE II OF THE EN-

ERGY POLICY AND CONSERVATION
ACT

Title II of the Energy Policy and Conservation
Act (42 U.S.C. 6211–6251) is amended—

(1) by striking part A (42 U.S.C. 6261 through
6264) and its heading;

(2) by adding at the end of section 256(h),
‘‘There are authorized to be appropriated for
fiscal years 2000 through 2003, such sums as may
be necessary.’’.

(3) by striking part C (42 U.S.C. 6281 through
6282) and its heading; and

(4) in section 281 (42 U.S.C. 6285), by striking
‘‘March 31, 2000’’ each time it appears and in-
serting ‘‘September 30, 2003’’.
SEC. 105. CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.

The Table of contents for the Energy Policy
and Conservation Act is amended—

(1) by striking the items relating to sections
102, 106, 153, 155, 156, 157, 158, and 164;

(2) by amending the item relating to section
159 to read as follows: ‘‘Development, Oper-
ation, and Maintenance of the Reserve.’’;

(3) by amending the item relating to section
161 to read as follows: ‘‘Drawdown and Sale of
Petroleum Products’’; and

(4) by amending the item relating to section
165 to read as follows: ‘‘Annual Report’’.

TITLE II—HEATING OIL RESERVE
SEC. 201. NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RE-

SERVE.
(a) Title I of the Energy Policy and Conserva-

tion Act is amended by—
(1) redesignating part D as part E;
(2) redesignating section 181 as section 191;

and
(3) inserting after part C the following new

part D:

‘‘PART D—NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL
RESERVE

‘‘ESTABLISHMENT

‘‘SEC. 181. (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this Act, the Secretary may establish,

maintain, and operate in the Northeast a North-
east Home Heating Oil Reserve. A Reserve estab-
lished under this part is not a component of the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve established under
part B of this title. A Reserve established under
this part shall contain no more than 2 million
barrels of petroleum distillate.

‘‘(b) For the purposes of this part—
‘‘(1) the term ‘Northeast’ means the States of

Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachu-
setts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York,
Pennsylvania, and New Jersey;

‘‘(2) the term ‘petroleum distillate’ includes
heating oil and diesel fuel; and

‘‘(3) the term ‘Reserve’ means the Northeast
Home Heating Oil Reserve established under this
part.

‘‘AUTHORITY

‘‘SEC. 182. To the extent necessary or appro-
priate to carry out this part, the Secretary
may—

‘‘(1) purchase, contract for, lease, or otherwise
acquire, in whole or in part, storage and related
facilities, and storage services;

‘‘(2) use, lease, maintain, sell, or otherwise
dispose of storage and related facilities acquired
under this part;

‘‘(3) acquire by purchase, exchange (including
exchange of petroleum products from the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve or received as royalty
from Federal lands), lease, or otherwise, petro-
leum distillate for storage in the Northeast Home
Heating Oil Reserve;

‘‘(4) store petroleum distillate in facilities not
owned by the United States; and

‘‘(5) sell, exchange, or otherwise dispose of pe-
troleum distillate from the Reserve established
under this part, including to maintain the qual-
ity or quantity of the petroleum distillate in the
Reserve or to maintain the operational capa-
bility of the Reserve.

‘‘CONDITIONS FOR RELEASE; PLAN

‘‘SEC. 183. (a) FINDING.—The Secretary may
sell products from the Reserve only upon a find-
ing by the President that there is a severe en-
ergy supply interruption. Such a finding may be
made only if he determines that—

‘‘(1) a dislocation in the heating oil market
has resulted from such interruption; or

‘‘(2) a circumstance, other than that described
in paragraph (1), exists that constitutes a re-
gional supply shortage of significant scope and
duration and that action taken under this sec-
tion would assist directly and significantly in
reducing the adverse impact of such shortage.

‘‘(b) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this section
a ‘dislocation in the heating oil market’ shall be
deemed to occur only when—

‘‘(1) The price differential between crude oil,
as reflected in an industry daily publication
such as ‘Platt’s Oilgram Price Report’ or ‘Oil
Daily’ and No. 2 heating oil, as reported in the
Energy Information Administration’s retail price
data for the Northeast, increases by more tan 60
percent over its five year rolling average for the
months of mid-October through March, and
continues for 7 consecutive days; and

‘‘(2) The price differential continues to in-
crease during the most recent week for which
price information is available.

‘‘(c) CONTINUING EVALUATION.—The Secretary
shall conduct a continuing evaluation of the
residential price data supplied by the Energy
Information Administration for the Northeast
and data on crude oil prices from published
sources.

‘‘(d) RELEASE OF PETROLEUM DISTILLATE.—
After consultation with the heating oil industry,
the Secretary shall determine procedures gov-
erning the release of petroleum distillate from
the Reserve. The procedures shall provide that—

‘‘(1) the Secretary may—
‘‘(A) sell petroleum distillate from the Reserve

through a competitive process, or
‘‘(B) enter into exchange agreements for the

petroleum distillate that results in the Secretary
receiving a greater volume of petroleum dis-

tillate as repayment than the volume provided
to the acquirer;

‘‘(2) in all such sales or exchanges, the Sec-
retary shall receive revenue or its equivalent in
petroleum distillate that provides the Depart-
ment with fair market value. At no time may the
oil be sold or exchanged resulting in a loss of
revenue or value to the United States; and

‘‘(3) the Secretary shall only sell or dispose of
the oil in the Reserve to entities customarily en-
gaged in the sale and distribution of petroleum
distillate.

‘‘(e) PLAN.—Within 45 days of the date of the
enactment of this section, the Secretary shall
transmit to the President and, if the President
approves, to the Congress a plan describing—

‘‘(1) the acquisition of storage and related fa-
cilities or storage services for the Reserve, in-
cluding the potential use of storage facilities not
currently in use;

‘‘(2) the acquisition of petroleum distillate for
storage in the Reserve;

‘‘(3) the anticipated methods of disposition of
petroleum distillate from the Reserve;

‘‘(4) the estimated costs of establishment,
maintenance, and operation of the Reserve;

‘‘(5) efforts the Department will take to mini-
mize any potential need for future drawdowns
and ensure that distributors and importers are
not discouraged from maintaining and increas-
ing supplies to the Northeast; and

‘‘(6) actions to ensure quality of the petroleum
distillate in the Reserve.

‘‘NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RESERVE
ACCOUNT

‘‘SEC. 184. (a) Upon a decision of the Sec-
retary of Energy to establish a Reserve under
this part, the Secretary of the Treasury shall es-
tablish in the Treasury of the United States an
account known as the ‘Northeast Home Heating
Oil Reserve Account’ (referred to in this section
as the ‘Account’).

‘‘(b) the Secretary of the Treasury shall de-
posit in the Account any amounts appropriated
to the Account and any receipts from the sale,
exchange, or other disposition of petroleum dis-
tillate from the Reserve.

‘‘(c) The Secretary of Energy may obligate
amounts in the Account to carry out activities
under this part without the need for further ap-
propriation, and amounts available to the Sec-
retary of Energy for obligation under this sec-
tion shall remain available without fiscal year
limitation.

‘‘EXEMPTIONS

‘‘SEC. 185. An action taken under this part is
not subject to the rulemaking requirements of
section 523 of this Act, section 501 of the Depart-
ment of Energy Organization Act, or section 553
of title 5, United States Code.

‘‘AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

‘‘SEC. 186. There are authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal years 2001, 2002, and 2003 such
sums as may be necessary to implement this
part.’’.
SEC. 202. USE OF ENERGY FUTURES FOR FUEL

PURCHASES.
(a) HEATING OIL STUDY.—The Secretary shall

conduct a study on—
(1) the use of energy futures and options con-

tracts to provide cost-effective protection from
sudden surges in the price of heating oil (includ-
ing number two fuel oil, propane, and kerosene)
for State and local government agencies, con-
sumer cooperatives, and other organizations
that purchase heating oil in bulk to market to
end use consumers in the Northeast (as defined
in section 201); and

(2) how to most effectively inform organiza-
tions identified in paragraph (1) about the bene-
fits and risks of using energy futures and op-
tions contracts.

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall transmit the
study required in this section to the Committee
on Commerce of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate not later than 180 days
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after the enactment of this section. The report
shall contain a review of prior studies con-
ducted on the subjects described in subsection
(a).

TITLE III—MARGINAL WELL PURCHASES
SEC. 301. PURCHASE OF OIL FROM MARGINAL

WELLS.
(a) PURCHASE OF OIL FROM MARGINAL

WELLS.—Part B of title I of the Energy Policy
and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6232 et seq.) is
amended by adding the following new section
after section 168:

‘‘PURCHASE OF OIL FROM MARGINAL WELLS

‘‘SEC. 169. (a) IN GENERAL.—From amounts
authorized under section 166, in any case in
which the price of oil decreases to an amount
less than $15.00 per barrel (an amount equal to
the annual average well head price per barrel
for all domestic crude oil), adjusted for infla-
tion, the Secretary may purchase oil from a
marginal well at $15.00 per barrel, adjusted for
inflation.

‘‘(b) DEFINITION OF MARGINAL WELL.—The
term ‘marginal well’ has the same meaning as
the definition of ‘stripper well property’ in sec-
tion 613A(c)(6)(E) of the Internal Revenue Code
(26 U.S.C. 613A(c)(6)(E)).’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents for the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act is amended by inserting after the item
relating to section 168 the following:

‘‘Sec. 169. Purchase of oil from marginal wells.’’.

TITLE IV—FEDERAL ENERGY
MANAGEMENT

SEC. 401. FEMP.
Section 801 of the National Energy Conserva-

tion Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8287(a)(2)(D)(iii) is
amended by striking ‘‘$750,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$10,000,000’’.

TITLE V—ALASKA STATE JURISDICTION
OVER SMALL HYDROELECTRIC PROJECTS
SEC. 501. ALASKA STATE JURISDICTION OVER

SMALL HYDROELECTRIC PROJECTS.
Part I of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 792

et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:
‘‘SEC. 32. ALASKA STATE JURISDICTION OVER

SMALL HYDROELECTRIC PROJECTS.
‘‘(a) DISCONTINUANCE OF REGULATION BY THE

COMMISSION.—Notwithstanding sections 4(e)
and 23(b), the Commission shall discontinue ex-
ercising licensing and regulatory authority
under this part over qualifying project works in
the State of Alaska, effective on the date on
which the Commission certifies that the State of
Alaska has in place a regulatory program for
water-power development that—

‘‘(1) protects the public interest, the purposes
listed in paragraph (2), and the environment to
the same extent provided by licensing and regu-
lation by the Commission under this part and
other applicable Federal laws, including the En-
dangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) and
the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16
U.S.C. 661 et seq.);

‘‘(2) gives equal consideration to the purposes
of—

‘‘(A) energy conservation;
‘‘(B) the protection, mitigation of damage to,

and enhancement of, fish and wildlife (includ-
ing related spawning grounds and habitat);

‘‘(C) the protection of recreational opportuni-
ties;

‘‘(D) the preservation of other aspects of envi-
ronmental quality;

‘‘(E) the interests of Alaska Natives; and
‘‘(F) other beneficial public uses, including ir-

rigation, flood control, water supply, and navi-
gation; and

‘‘(3) requires, as a condition of a license for
any project works—

‘‘(A) the construction, maintenance, and oper-
ation by a licensee at its own expense of such
lights and signals as may be directed by the Sec-
retary of the Department in which the Coast

Guard is operating, and such fishways as may
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior or
the Secretary of Commerce, as appropriate;

‘‘(B) the operation of any navigation facilities
which may be constructed as part of any project
to be controlled at all times by such reasonable
rules and regulations as may be made by the
Secretary of the Army; and

‘‘(C) conditions for the protection, mitigation,
and enhancement of fish and wildlife based on
recommendations received pursuant to the Fish
and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et
seq.) from the National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
and State fish and wildlife agencies.

‘‘(b) DEFINITION OF ‘QUALIFYING PROJECT
WORKS’.—For purposes of this section, the term
‘qualifying project works’ means project works—

‘‘(1) that are not part of a project licensed
under this part or exempted from licensing
under this part or section 405 of the Public Util-
ity Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 prior to the
date of enactment of this section;

‘‘(2) for which a preliminary permit, a license
application, or an application for an exemption
from licensing has not been accepted for filing
by the Commission prior to the date of enact-
ment of subsection (c) (unless such application
is withdrawn at the election of the applicant);

‘‘(3) that are part of a project that has a
power production capacity of 5,000 kilowatts or
less;

‘‘(4) that are located entirely within the
boundaries of the State of Alaska; and

‘‘(5) that are not located in whole or in part
on any Indian reservation, a conservation sys-
tem unit (as defined in section 102(4) of the
Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation
Act (16 U.S.C. 3102(4))), or segment of a river
designated for study for addition to the Wild
and Scenic Rivers System.

‘‘(c) ELECTION OF STATE LICENSING.—In the
case of nonqualifying project works that would
be a qualifying project works but for the fact
that the project has been licensed (or exempted
from licensing) by the Commission prior to the
enactment of this section, the licensee of such
project may in its discretion elect to make the
project subject to licensing and regulation by
the State of Alaska under this section.

‘‘(d) PROJECT WORKS ON FEDERAL LANDS.—
With respect to projects located in whole or in
part on a reservation, a conservation system
unit, or the public lands, a State license or ex-
emption from licensing shall be subject to—

‘‘(1) the approval of the Secretary having ju-
risdiction over such lands; and

‘‘(2) such conditions as the Secretary may pre-
scribe.

‘‘(e) CONSULTATION WITH AFFECTED AGEN-
CIES.—The Commission shall consult with the
Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of Agri-
culture, and the Secretary of Commerce before
certifying the State of Alaska’s regulatory pro-
gram.

‘‘(f) APPLICATION OF FEDERAL LAWS.—Noth-
ing in this section shall preempt the application
of Federal environmental, natural resources, or
cultural resources protection laws according to
their terms.

‘‘(g) OVERSIGHT BY THE COMMISSION.—The
State of Alaska shall notify the Commission not
later than 30 days after making any significant
modification to its regulatory program. The
Commission shall periodically review the State’s
program to ensure compliance with the provi-
sions of this section.

‘‘(h) RESUMPTION OF COMMISSION AUTHOR-
ITY.—Notwithstanding subsection (a), the Com-
mission shall reassert its licensing and regu-
latory authority under this part if the Commis-
sion finds that the State of Alaska has not com-
plied with one or more of the requirements of
this section.

‘‘(i) DETERMINATION BY THE COMMISSION.—(1)
Upon application by the Governor of the State
of Alaska, the Commission shall within 30 days
commence a review of the State of Alaska’s reg-

ulatory program for water-power development to
determine whether it complies with the require-
ments of subsection (a).

‘‘(2) The Commission’s review required by
paragraph (1) shall be completed within one
year of initiation, and the Commission shall
within 30 days thereafter issue a final order de-
termining whether or not the State of Alaska’s
regulatory program for water-power develop-
ment complies with the requirements of sub-
section (a).

‘‘(3) If the Commission fails to issue a final
order in accordance with paragraph (2) the
State of Alaska’s regulatory program for water-
power development shall be deemed to be in com-
pliance with subsection (a).’’.

TITLE VI—WEATHERIZATION, SUMMER
FILL, HYDROELECTRIC LICENSING PRO-
CEDURES, AND INVENTORY OF OIL AND
GAS RESERVES

SEC. 601. CHANGES IN WEATHERIZATION PRO-
GRAM TO PROTECT LOW-INCOME
PERSONS.

(a) The matter under the heading ‘‘ENERGY
CONSERVATION (INCLUDING TRANSFER OF
FUNDS)’’ in title II of the Department of the In-
terior and Related Agencies Appropriations Act,
2000 (113 Stat. 1535, 1501A–180), is amended by
striking ‘‘grants:’’ and all that follows and in-
serting ‘‘grants.’’.

(b) Section 415 of the Energy Conservation
and Production Act (42 U.S.C. 6865) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1) by striking the first
sentence;

(2) in subsection (a)(2) by—
(A) striking ‘‘(A)’’;
(B) striking ‘‘approve a State’s application to

waive the 40 percent requirement established in
paragraph (1) if the State includes in its plan’’
and inserting ‘‘establish’’; and

(C) striking subparagraph (B);
(3) in subsection (c)(1) by—
(A) striking ‘‘paragraphs (3) and (4)’’ and in-

serting ‘‘paragraph (3)’’,
(B) striking ‘‘$1,600’’ and inserting ‘‘$2,500’’,
(C) striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-

graph (C),
(D) striking the period and inserting ‘‘, and’’

in subparagraph (D), and
(E) inserting after subparagraph (D) the fol-

lowing new subparagraph:
‘‘(E) the cost of making heating and cooling

modifications, including replacement’’;
(4) in subsection (c)(3) by—
(A) striking ‘‘1991, the $1,600 per dwelling unit

limitation’’ and inserting ‘‘2000, the $2,500 per
dwelling unit average’’,

(B) striking ‘‘limitation’’ and inserting ‘‘aver-
age’’ each time it appears, and

(C) inserting ‘‘the’’ after ‘‘beginning of’’ in
subparagraph (B); and

(5) by striking subsection (c)(4).
SEC. 602. SUMMER FILL AND FUEL BUDGETING

PROGRAMS.
(a) Part C of title II of the Energy Policy and

Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6211 et seq.) is
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘SEC. 273. SUMMER FILL AND FUEL BUDGETING

PROGRAMS.
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) BUDGET CONTRACT.—The term ‘budget

contract’ means a contract between a retailer
and a consumer under which the heating ex-
penses of the consumer are spread evenly over a
period of months.

‘‘(2) FIXED-PRICE CONTRACT.—The term ‘fixed-
price contract’ means a contract between a re-
tailer and a consumer under which the retailer
charges the consumer a set price for propane,
kerosene, or heating oil without regard to mar-
ket price fluctuations.

‘‘(3) PRICE CAP CONTRACT.—The term ‘price
cap contract’ means a contract between a re-
tailer and a consumer under which the retailer
charges the consumer the market price for pro-
pane, kerosene, or heating oil, but the cost of
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the propane, kerosene, or heating oil may ex-
ceed a maximum amount stated in the contract.

‘‘(b) ASSISTANCE.—At the request of the chief
executive officer of a State, the Secretary shall
provide information, technical assistance, and
funding—

‘‘(1) to develop education and outreach pro-
grams to encourage consumers to fill their stor-
age facilities for propane, kerosene, and heating
oil during the summer months; and

‘‘(2) to promote the use of budget contracts,
price cap contracts, fixed-price contracts, and
other advantageous financial arrangements;
to avoid severe seasonal price increases for and
supply shortages of those products.

‘‘(c) PREFERENCE.—In implementing this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall give preference to
States that contribute public funds or leverage
private funds to develop State summer fill and
fuel budgeting programs.

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to carry
out this section—

‘‘(1) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2001; and
‘‘(2) such sums as are necessary for each fiscal

year thereafter.
‘‘(e) INAPPLICABILITY OF EXPIRATION PROVI-

SION.—Section 281 does not apply to this sec-
tion.’’.

(b) The table of contents in the first section of
the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42
U.S.C. prec. 6201) is amended by inserting after
the item relating to section 272 the following:
‘‘Sec. 273. Summer fill and fuel budgeting pro-

grams.’’.
SEC. 603. EXPEDITED FERC HYDROELECTRIC LI-

CENSING PROCEDURES.
The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

shall, in consultation with other appropriate
agencies, immediately undertake a comprehen-
sive review of policies, procedures and regula-
tions for the licensing of hydroelectric projects
to determine how to reduce the cost and time of
obtaining a license. The Commission shall report
its findings within six months of the date of en-
actment of this section to the Congress, includ-
ing any recommendations for legislative
changes.
SEC. 604. SCIENTIFIC INVENTORY OF OIL AND

GAS RESERVES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte-

rior, in consultation with the Secretaries of Ag-
riculture and Energy, shall conduct an inven-
tory of all onshore Federal lands. The inventory
shall identify—

(1) the United States Geological Survey re-
serve estimates of the oil and gas resources un-
derlying these lands; and

(2) the extent and nature of any restrictions
or impediments to the development of such re-
sources.

(b) REGULAR UPDATE.—Once completed, the
USGS reserve estimates and the surface avail-
ability data as provided in subsection (a)(2)
shall be regularly updated and made publically
available.

(c) INVENTORY.—The inventory shall be pro-
vided to the Committee on Resources of the
House of Representatives and to the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate
within two years after the date of enactment of
this section.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated such
sums as may be necessary to implement this sec-
tion.
SEC. 605. ANNUAL HOME HEATING READINESS

REPORTS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part A of title I of the En-

ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C.
6211 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end
the following:
‘‘SEC. 108. ANNUAL HOME HEATING READINESS

REPORTS.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—On or before September 1

of each year, the Secretary, acting through the
Administrator of the Energy Information Agen-

cy, shall submit to Congress a Home Heating
Readiness Report on the readiness of the nat-
ural gas, heating oil and propane industries to
supply fuel under various weather conditions,
including rapid decreases in temperature.

‘‘(b) CONTENTS.—The Home Heating Readiness
Report shall include—

‘‘(1) estimates of the consumption, expendi-
tures, and average price per gallon of heating
oil and propane and thousand cubic feet of nat-
ural gas for the upcoming period of October
through March for various weather conditions,
with special attention to extreme weather, and
various regions of the country;

‘‘(2) an evaluation of—
‘‘(A) global and regional crude oil and refined

product supplies;
‘‘(B) the adequacy and utilization of refinery

capacity;
‘‘(C) the adequacy, utilization, and distribu-

tion of regional refined product storage capac-
ity;

‘‘(D) weather conditions;
‘‘(E) the refined product transportation sys-

tem;
‘‘(F) market inefficiencies; and
‘‘(G) any other factor affecting the functional

capability of the heating oil industry and pro-
pane industry that has the potential to affect
national or regional supplies and prices;

‘‘(3) recommendations on steps that the Fed-
eral, State, and local governments can take to
prevent or alleviate the impact of sharp and sus-
tained increases in the price of natural gas,
heating oil and propane; and

‘‘(4) recommendations on steps that companies
engaged in the production, refining, storage,
transportation of heating oil or propane, or any
other activity related to the heating oil industry
or propane industry, can take to prevent or al-
leviate the impact of sharp and sustained in-
creases in the price of heating oil and propane.

‘‘(c) INFORMATION REQUESTS.—The Secretary
may request information necessary to prepare
the Home Heating Readiness Report from com-
panies described in subsection (b)(4).’’.

(b) CONFORMING AND TECHNICAL AMEND-
MENTS.—The Energy Policy and Conservation
Act is amended—

(1) in the table of contents in the first section
(42 U.S.C. prec. 6201), by inserting after the item
relating to section 106 the following:
‘‘Sec. 107. Major fuel burning stationary source.
‘‘Sec. 108. Annual home heating readiness re-

ports.’’;
and

(2) in section 107 (42 U.S.C. 6215), by striking
‘‘SEC. 107. (a) No Governor’’ and inserting the
following:
‘‘SEC. 107. MAJOR FUEL BURNING STATIONARY

SOURCE.
‘‘(a) No Governor’’.

TITLE VII—NATIONAL OIL HEAT
RESEARCH ALLIANCE ACT OF 2000

SEC. 701. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘National

Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 702. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—
(1) oilheat is an important commodity relied

on by approximately 30,000,000 Americans as an
efficient and economical energy source for com-
mercial and residential space and hot water
heating;

(2) oilheat equipment operates at efficiencies
among the highest of any space heating energy
source, reducing fuel costs and making oilheat
an economical means of space heating;

(3) the production, distribution, and mar-
keting of oilheat and oilheat equipment plays a
significant role in the economy of the United
States, accounting for approximately
$12,900,000,000 in expenditures annually and
employing millions of Americans in all aspects of
the oilheat industry;

(4) only very limited Federal resources have
been made available for oilheat research, devel-

opment, safety, training, and education efforts,
to the detriment of both the oilheat industry
and its 30,000,000 consumers; and

(5) the cooperative development, self-financ-
ing, and implementation of a coordinated na-
tional oilheat industry program of research and
development, training, and consumer education
is necessary and important for the welfare of
the oilheat industry, the general economy of the
United States, and the millions of Americans
that rely on oilheat for commercial and residen-
tial space and hot water heating.
SEC. 703. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:
(1) ALLIANCE.—The term ‘‘Alliance’’ means a

national oilheat research alliance established
under section 704.

(2) CONSUMER EDUCATION.—The term ‘‘con-
sumer education’’ means the provision of infor-
mation to assist consumers and other persons in
making evaluations and decisions regarding
oilheat and other nonindustrial commercial or
residential space or hot water heating fuels.

(3) EXCHANGE.—The term ‘‘exchange’’ means
an agreement that—

(A) entitles each party or its customers to re-
ceive oilheat from the other party; and

(B) requires only an insubstantial portion of
the volumes involved in the exchange to be set-
tled in cash or property other than the oilheat.

(4) INDUSTRY TRADE ASSOCIATION.—The term
‘‘industry trade association’’ means an organi-
zation described in paragraph (3) or (6) of sec-
tion 501(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
that is exempt from taxation under section
501(a) of that Code and is organized for the pur-
pose of representing the oilheat industry.

(5) NO. 1 DISTILLATE.—The term ‘‘No. 1 dis-
tillate’’ means fuel oil classified as No. 1 dis-
tillate by the American Society for Testing and
Materials.

(6) NO. 2 DYED DISTILLATE.—The term ‘‘No. 2
dyed distillate’’ means fuel oil classified as No.
2 distillate by the American Society for Testing
and Materials that is indelibly dyed in accord-
ance with regulations prescribed by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury under section 4082(a)(2)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986.

(7) OILHEAT.—The term ‘‘oilheat’’ means—
(A) No. 1 distillate; and
(B) No. 2 dyed distillate;

that is used as a fuel for nonindustrial commer-
cial or residential space or hot water heating.

(8) OILHEAT INDUSTRY.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘oilheat industry’’

means—
(i) persons in the production, transportation,

or sale of oilheat; and
(ii) persons engaged in the manufacture or

distribution of oilheat utilization equipment.
(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘oilheat industry’’

does not include ultimate consumers of oilheat.
(9) PUBLIC MEMBER.—The term ‘‘public mem-

ber’’ means a member of the Alliance described
in section 705(c)(1)(F).

(10) QUALIFIED INDUSTRY ORGANIZATION.—The
term ‘‘qualified industry organization’’ means
the National Association for Oilheat Research
and Education or a successor organization.

(11) QUALIFIED STATE ASSOCIATION.—The term
‘‘qualified State association’’ means the indus-
try trade association or other organization that
the qualified industry organization or the Alli-
ance determines best represents retail marketers
in a State.

(12) RETAIL MARKETER.—The term ‘‘retail
marketer’’ means a person engaged primarily in
the sale of oilheat to ultimate consumers.

(13) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means
the Secretary of Energy.

(14) WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTOR.—The term
‘‘wholesale distributor’’ means a person that—

(A)(i) produces No. 1 distillate or No. 2 dyed
distillate;

(ii) imports No. 1 distillate or No. 2 dyed dis-
tillate; or

(iii) transports No. 1 distillate or No. 2 dyed
distillate across State boundaries or among local
marketing areas; and
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(B) sells the distillate to another person that

does not produce, import, or transport No. 1 dis-
tillate or No. 2 dyed distillate across State
boundaries or among local marketing areas.

(15) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the sev-
eral States, except the State of Alaska.
SEC. 704. REFERENDA.

(a) CREATION OF PROGRAM.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The oilheat industry,

through the qualified industry organization,
may conduct, at its own expense, a referendum
among retail marketers and wholesale distribu-
tors for the establishment of a national oilheat
research alliance.

(2) REIMBURSEMENT OF COST.—The Alliance, if
established, shall reimburse the qualified indus-
try organization for the cost of accounting and
documentation for the referendum.

(3) CONDUCT.—A referendum under paragraph
(1) shall be conducted by an independent audit-
ing firm.

(4) VOTING RIGHTS.—
(A) RETAIL MARKETERS.—Voting rights of re-

tail marketers in a referendum under paragraph
(1) shall be based on the volume of oilheat sold
in a State by each retail marketer in the cal-
endar year previous to the year in which the
referendum is conducted or in another rep-
resentative period.

(B) WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORS.—Voting rights
of wholesale distributors in a referendum under
paragraph (1) shall be based on the volume of
No. 1 distillate and No. 2 dyed distillate sold in
a State by each wholesale distributor in the cal-
endar year previous to the year in which the
referendum is conducted or in another rep-
resentative period, weighted by the ratio of the
total volume of No. 1 distillate and No. 2 dyed
distillate sold for nonindustrial commercial and
residential space and hot water heating in the
State to the total volume of No. 1 distillate and
No. 2 dyed distillate sold in that State.

(5) ESTABLISHMENT BY APPROVAL OF TWO-
THIRDS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph
(B), on approval of persons representing two-
thirds of the total volume of oilheat voted in the
retail marketer class and two-thirds of the total
weighted volume of No. 1 distillate and No. 2
dyed distillate voted in the wholesale distributor
class, the Alliance shall be established and shall
be authorized to levy assessments under section
707.

(B) REQUIREMENT OF MAJORITY OF RETAIL
MARKETERS.—Except as provided in subsection
(b), the oilheat industry in a State shall not
participate in the Alliance if less than 50 per-
cent of the retail marketer vote in the State ap-
proves establishment of the Alliance.

(6) CERTIFICATION OF VOLUMES.—Each person
voting in the referendum shall certify to the
independent auditing firm the volume of oilheat,
No. 1 distillate, or No. 2 dyed distillate rep-
resented by the vote of the person.

(7) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of enactment of this title, a quali-
fied State association may notify the qualified
industry organization in writing that a ref-
erendum under paragraph (1) will not be con-
ducted in the State.

(b) SUBSEQUENT STATE PARTICIPATION.—The
oilheat industry in a State that has not partici-
pated initially in the Alliance may subsequently
elect to participate by conducting a referendum
under subsection (a).

(c) TERMINATION OR SUSPENSION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—On the initiative of the Alli-

ance or on petition to the Alliance by retail mar-
keters and wholesale distributors representing 25
percent of the volume of oilheat or weighted No.
1 distillate and No. 2 dyed distillate in each
class, the Alliance shall, at its own expense,
hold a referendum, to be conducted by an inde-
pendent auditing firm selected by the Alliance,
to determine whether the oilheat industry favors
termination or suspension of the Alliance.

(2) VOLUME PERCENTAGES REQUIRED TO TERMI-
NATE OR SUSPEND.—Termination or suspension

shall not take effect unless termination or sus-
pension is approved by persons representing
more than one-half of the total volume of
oilheat voted in the retail marketer class or more
than one-half of the total volume of weighted
No. 1 distillate and No. 2 dyed distillate voted in
the wholesale distributor class.

(3) TERMINATION BY A STATE.—A State may
elect to terminate participation by notifying the
Alliance that 50 percent of the oilheat volume in
the State has voted in a referendum to with-
draw.

(d) CALCULATION OF OILHEAT SALES.—For the
purposes of this section and section 705, the vol-
ume of oilheat sold annually in a State shall be
determined on the basis of information provided
by the Energy Information Administration with
respect to a calendar year or other representa-
tive period.
SEC. 705. MEMBERSHIP.

(a) SELECTION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-

section (c)(1)(C), the qualified industry organi-
zation shall select members of the Alliance rep-
resenting the oilheat industry in a State from a
list of nominees submitted by the qualified State
association in the State.

(2) VACANCIES.—A vacancy in the Alliance
shall be filled in the same manner as the origi-
nal selection.

(b) REPRESENTATION.—In selecting members of
the Alliance, the qualified industry organization
shall make best efforts to select members that
are representative of the oilheat industry, in-
cluding representation of—

(1) interstate and intrastate operators among
retail marketers;

(2) wholesale distributors of No. 1 distillate
and No. 2 dyed distillate;

(3) large and small companies among whole-
sale distributors and retail marketers; and

(4) diverse geographic regions of the country.
(c) NUMBER OF MEMBERS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The membership of the Alli-

ance shall be as follows:
(A) One member representing each State with

oilheat sales in excess of 32,000,000 gallons per
year.

(B) If fewer than 24 States are represented
under subparagraph (A), 1 member representing
each of the States with the highest volume of
annual oilheat sales, as necessary to cause the
total number of States represented under sub-
paragraph (A) and this subparagraph to equal
24.

(C) 5 representatives of retail marketers, 1
each to be selected by the qualified State asso-
ciations of the 5 States with the highest volume
of annual oilheat sales.

(D) 5 additional representatives of retail mar-
keters.

(E) 21 representatives of wholesale distribu-
tors.

(F) 6 public members, who shall be representa-
tives of significant users of oilheat, the oilheat
research community, State energy officials, or
other groups knowledgeable about oilheat.

(2) FULL-TIME OWNERS OR EMPLOYEES.—Other
than the public members, Alliance members shall
be full-time owners or employees of members of
the oilheat industry, except that members de-
scribed in subparagraphs (C), (D), and (E) of
paragraph (1) may be employees of the qualified
industry organization or an industry trade asso-
ciation.

(d) COMPENSATION.—Alliance members shall
receive no compensation for their service, nor
shall Alliance members be reimbursed for ex-
penses relating to their service, except that pub-
lic members, on request, may be reimbursed for
reasonable expenses directly related to partici-
pation in meetings of the Alliance.

(e) TERMS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (4), a

member of the Alliance shall serve a term of 3
years, except that a member filling an unexpired
term may serve a total of 7 consecutive years.

(2) TERM LIMIT.—A member may serve not
more than 2 full consecutive terms.

(3) FORMER MEMBERS.—A former member of
the Alliance may be returned to the Alliance if
the member has not been a member for a period
of 2 years.

(4) INITIAL APPOINTMENTS.—Initial appoint-
ments to the Alliance shall be for terms of 1, 2,
and 3 years, as determined by the qualified in-
dustry organization, staggered to provide for the
subsequent selection of one-third of the members
each year.
SEC. 706. FUNCTIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—
(1) PROGRAMS, PROJECTS; CONTRACTS AND

OTHER AGREEMENTS.—The Alliance—
(A) shall develop programs and projects and

enter into contracts or other agreements with
other persons and entities for implementing this
title, including programs—

(i) to enhance consumer and employee safety
and training;

(ii) to provide for research, development, and
demonstration of clean and efficient oilheat uti-
lization equipment; and

(iii) for consumer education; and
(B) may provide for the payment of the costs

of carrying out subparagraph (A) with assess-
ments collected under section 707.

(2) COORDINATION.—The Alliance shall coordi-
nate its activities with industry trade associa-
tions and other persons as appropriate to pro-
vide efficient delivery of services and to avoid
unnecessary duplication of activities.

(3) ACTIVITIES.—
(A) EXCLUSIONS.—Activities under clause (i)

or (ii) of paragraph (1)(A) shall not include ad-
vertising, promotions, or consumer surveys in
support of advertising or promotions.

(B) RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DEM-
ONSTRATION ACTIVITIES.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—Research, development, and
demonstration activities under paragraph
(1)(A)(ii) shall include—

(I) all activities incidental to research, devel-
opment, and demonstration of clean and effi-
cient oilheat utilization equipment; and

(II) the obtaining of patents, including pay-
ment of attorney’s fees for making and per-
fecting a patent application.

(ii) EXCLUDED ACTIVITIES.—Research, develop-
ment, and demonstration activities under para-
graph (1)(A)(ii) shall not include research, de-
velopment, and demonstration of oilheat utiliza-
tion equipment with respect to which tech-
nically feasible and commercially feasible oper-
ations have been verified, except that funds may
be provided for improvements to existing equip-
ment until the technical feasibility and commer-
cial feasibility of the operation of those improve-
ments have been verified.

(b) PRIORITIES.—In the development of pro-
grams and projects, the Alliance shall give pri-
ority to issues relating to—

(1) research, development, and demonstration;
(2) safety;
(3) consumer education; and
(4) training.
(c) ADMINISTRATION.—
(1) OFFICERS; COMMITTEES; BYLAWS.—The

Alliance—
(A) shall select from among its members a

chairperson and other officers as necessary;
(B) may establish and authorize committees

and subcommittees of the Alliance to take spe-
cific actions that the Alliance is authorized to
take; and

(C) shall adopt bylaws for the conduct of busi-
ness and the implementation of this title.

(2) SOLICITATION OF OILHEAT INDUSTRY COM-
MENT AND RECOMMENDATIONS.—The Alliance
shall establish procedures for the solicitation of
oilheat industry comment and recommendations
on any significant contracts and other agree-
ments, programs, and projects to be funded by
the Alliance.

(3) ADVISORY COMMITTEES.—The Alliance may
establish advisory committees consisting of per-
sons other than Alliance members.
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(4) VOTING.—Each member of the Alliance

shall have 1 vote in matters before the Alliance.
(d) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The administrative expenses

of operating the Alliance (not including costs
incurred in the collection of assessments under
section 707) plus amounts paid under paragraph
(2) shall not exceed 7 percent of the amount of
assessments collected in any calendar year, ex-
cept that during the first year of operation of
the Alliance such expenses and amounts shall
not exceed 10 percent of the amount of assess-
ments.

(2) REIMBURSEMENT OF THE SECRETARY.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Alliance shall annually

reimburse the Secretary for costs incurred by the
Federal Government relating to the Alliance.

(B) LIMITATION.—Reimbursement under sub-
paragraph (A) for any calendar year shall not
exceed the amount that the Secretary determines
is twice the average annual salary of 1 employee
of the Department of Energy.

(e) BUDGET.—
(1) PUBLICATION OF PROPOSED BUDGET.—Be-

fore August 1 of each year, the Alliance shall
publish for public review and comment a pro-
posed budget for the next calendar year, includ-
ing the probable costs of all programs, projects,
and contracts and other agreements.

(2) SUBMISSION TO THE SECRETARY AND CON-
GRESS.—After review and comment under para-
graph (1), the Alliance shall submit the pro-
posed budget to the Secretary and Congress.

(3) RECOMMENDATIONS BY THE SECRETARY.—
The Secretary may recommend for inclusion in
the budget programs and activities that the Sec-
retary considers appropriate.

(4) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Alliance shall not
implement a proposed budget until the expira-
tion of 60 days after submitting the proposed
budget to the Secretary.

(f) RECORDS; AUDITS.—
(1) RECORDS.—The Alliance shall—
(A) keep records that clearly reflect all of the

acts and transactions of the Alliance; and
(B) make the records available to the public.
(2) AUDITS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The records of the Alliance

(including fee assessment reports and applica-
tions for refunds under section 707(b)(4)) shall
be audited by a certified public accountant at
least once each year and at such other times as
the Alliance may designate.

(B) AVAILABILITY OF AUDIT REPORTS.—Copies
of each audit report shall be provided to the
Secretary, the members of the Alliance, and the
qualified industry organization, and, on re-
quest, to other members of the oilheat industry.

(C) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—The Alliance shall establish

policies and procedures for auditing compliance
with this title.

(ii) CONFORMITY WITH GAAP.—The policies and
procedures established under clause (i) shall
conform with generally accepted accounting
principles.

(g) PUBLIC ACCESS TO ALLIANCE PRO-
CEEDINGS.—

(1) PUBLIC NOTICE.—The Alliance shall give at
least 30 days’ public notice of each meeting of
the Alliance.

(2) MEETINGS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC.—Each
meeting of the Alliance shall be open to the pub-
lic.

(3) MINUTES.—The minutes of each meeting of
the Alliance shall be made available to and
readily accessible by the public.

(h) ANNUAL REPORT.—Each year the Alliance
shall prepare and make publicly available a re-
port that—

(1) includes a description of all programs,
projects, and contracts and other agreements
undertaken by the Alliance during the previous
year and those planned for the current year;
and

(2) details the allocation of Alliance resources
for each such program and project.

SEC. 707. ASSESSMENTS.
(a) RATE.—The assessment rate shall be equal

to two-tenths-cent per gallon of No. 1 distillate
and No. 2 dyed distillate.

(b) COLLECTION RULES.—
(1) COLLECTION AT POINT OF SALE.—The as-

sessment shall be collected at the point of sale of
No. 1 distillate and No. 2 dyed distillate by a
wholesale distributor to a person other than a
wholesale distributor, including a sale made
pursuant to an exchange.

(2) RESPONSIBILITY FOR PAYMENT.—A whole-
sale distributor—

(A) shall be responsible for payment of an as-
sessment to the Alliance on a quarterly basis;
and

(B) shall provide to the Alliance certification
of the volume of fuel sold.

(3) NO OWNERSHIP INTEREST.—A person that
has no ownership interest in No. 1 distillate or
No. 2 dyed distillate shall not be responsible for
payment of an assessment under this section.

(4) FAILURE TO RECEIVE PAYMENT.—
(A) REFUND.—A wholesale distributor that

does not receive payments from a purchaser for
No. 1 distillate or No. 2 dyed distillate within 1
year of the date of sale may apply for a refund
from the Alliance of the assessment paid.

(B) AMOUNT.—The amount of a refund shall
not exceed the amount of the assessment levied
on the No. 1 distillate or No. 2 dyed distillate for
which payment was not received.

(5) IMPORTATION AFTER POINT OF SALE.—The
owner of No. 1 distillate or No. 2 dyed distillate
imported after the point of sale—

(A) shall be responsible for payment of the as-
sessment to the Alliance at the point at which
the product enters the United States; and

(B) shall provide to the Alliance certification
of the volume of fuel imported.

(6) LATE PAYMENT CHARGE.—The Alliance may
establish a late payment charge and rate of in-
terest to be imposed on any person who fails to
remit or pay to the Alliance any amount due
under this title.

(7) ALTERNATIVE COLLECTION RULES.—The Al-
liance may establish, or approve a request of the
oilheat industry in a State for, an alternative
means of collecting the assessment if another
means is determined to be more efficient or more
effective.

(c) SALE FOR USE OTHER THAN AS OILHEAT.—
No. 1 distillate and No. 2 dyed distillate sold for
uses other than as oilheat are excluded from the
assessment.

(d) INVESTMENT OF FUNDS.—Pending disburse-
ment under a program, project or contract or
other agreement the Alliance may invest funds
collected through assessments, and any other
funds received by the Alliance, only—

(1) in obligations of the United States or any
agency of the United States;

(2) in general obligations of any State or any
political subdivision of a State;

(3) in any interest-bearing account or certifi-
cate of deposit of a bank that is a member of the
Federal Reserve System; or

(4) in obligations fully guaranteed as to prin-
cipal and interest by the United States.

(e) STATE, LOCAL, AND REGIONAL PRO-
GRAMS.—

(1) COORDINATION.—The Alliance shall estab-
lish a program coordinating the operation of the
Alliance with the operator of any similar State,
local, or regional program created under State
law (including a regulation), or similar entity.

(2) FUNDS MADE AVAILABLE TO QUALIFIED
STATE ASSOCIATIONS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—
(i) BASE AMOUNT.—The Alliance shall make

available to the qualified State association of
each State an amount equal to 15 percent of the
amount of assessments collected in the State.

(ii) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT.—
(I) IN GENERAL.—A qualified State association

may request that the Alliance provide to the as-
sociation any portion of the remaining 85 per-
cent of the amount of assessments collected in
the State.

(II) REQUEST REQUIREMENTS.—A request
under this clause shall—

(aa) specify the amount of funds requested;
(bb) describe in detail the specific uses for

which the requested funds are sought;
(cc) include a commitment to comply with this

title in using the requested funds; and
(dd) be made publicly available.
(III) DIRECT BENEFIT.—The Alliance shall not

provide any funds in response to a request
under this clause unless the Alliance determines
that the funds will be used to directly benefit
the oilheat industry.

(IV) MONITORING; TERMS, CONDITIONS, AND
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—The Alliance
shall—

(aa) monitor the use of funds provided under
this clause; and

(bb) impose whatever terms, conditions, and
reporting requirements that the Alliance con-
siders necessary to ensure compliance with this
title.

SEC. 708. MARKET SURVEY AND CONSUMER PRO-
TECTION.

(a) PRICE ANALYSIS.—Beginning 2 years after
establishment of the Alliance and annually
thereafter, the Secretary of Commerce, using
only data provided by the Energy Information
Administration and other public sources, shall
prepare and make available to the Congress, the
Alliance, the Secretary of Energy, and the pub-
lic, an analysis of changes in the price of
oilheat relative to other energy sources. The
oilheat price analysis shall compare indexed
changes in the price of consumer grade oilheat
to a composite of indexed changes in the price of
residential electricity, residential natural gas,
and propane on an annual national average
basis. For purposes of indexing changes in
oilheat, residential electricity, residential nat-
ural gas, and propane prices, the Secretary of
Commerce shall use a 5-year rolling average
price beginning with the year 4 years prior to
the establishment of the Alliance.

(b) AUTHORITY TO RESTRICT ACTIVITIES.—If
in any year the 5-year average price composite
index of consumer grade oilheat exceeds the 5-
year rolling average price composite index of
residential electricity, residential natural gas,
and propane in an amount greater than 10.1
percent, the activities of the Alliance shall be re-
stricted to research and development, training,
and safety matters. The Alliance shall inform
the Secretary of Energy and the Congress of any
restriction of activities under this subsection.
Upon expiration of 180 days after the beginning
of any such restriction of activities, the Sec-
retary of Commerce shall again conduct the
oilheat price analysis described in subsection
(a). Activities of the Alliance shall continue to
be restricted under this subsection until the
price index excess is 10.1 percent or less.

SEC. 709. COMPLIANCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Alliance may bring a
civil action in United States district court to
compel payment of an assessment under section
707.

(b) COSTS.—A successful action for compliance
under this section may also require payment by
the defendant of the costs incurred by the Alli-
ance in bringing the action.

SEC. 710. LOBBYING RESTRICTIONS.

No funds derived from assessments under sec-
tion 707 collected by the Alliance shall be used
to influence legislation or elections, except that
the Alliance may use such funds to formulate
and submit to the Secretary recommendations
for amendments to this title or other laws that
would further the purposes of this title.

SEC. 711. DISCLOSURE.

Any consumer education activity undertaken
with funds provided by the Alliance shall in-
clude a statement that the activities were sup-
ported, in whole or in part, by the Alliance.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H10561October 24, 2000
SEC. 712. VIOLATIONS.

(a) PROHIBITION.—It shall be unlawful for
any person to conduct a consumer education ac-
tivity, undertaken with funds derived from as-
sessments collected by the Alliance under section
707, that includes—

(1) a reference to a private brand name;
(2) a false or unwarranted claim on behalf of

oilheat or related products; or
(3) a reference with respect to the attributes or

use of any competing product.
(b) COMPLAINTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—A public utility that is ag-

grieved by a violation described in subsection (a)
may file a complaint with the Alliance.

(2) TRANSMITTAL TO QUALIFIED STATE ASSO-
CIATION.—A complaint shall be transmitted con-
currently to any qualified State association un-
dertaking the consumer education activity with
respect to which the complaint is made.

(3) CESSATION OF ACTIVITIES.—On receipt of a
complaint under this subsection, the Alliance,
and any qualified State association undertaking
the consumer education activity with respect to
which the complaint is made, shall cease that
consumer education activity until—

(A) the complaint is withdrawn; or
(B) a court determines that the conduct of the

activity complained of does not constitute a vio-
lation of subsection (a).

(c) RESOLUTION BY PARTIES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 10 days after

a complaint is filed and transmitted under sub-
section (b), the complaining party, the Alliance,
and any qualified State association undertaking
the consumer education activity with respect to
which the complaint is made shall meet to at-
tempt to resolve the complaint.

(2) WITHDRAWAL OF COMPLAINT.—If the issues
in dispute are resolved in those discussions, the
complaining party shall withdraw its complaint.

(d) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—A public utility filing a com-

plaint under this section, the Alliance, a quali-
fied State association undertaking the consumer
education activity with respect to which a com-
plaint under this section is made, or any person
aggrieved by a violation of subsection (a) may
seek appropriate relief in United States district
court.

(2) RELIEF.—A public utility filing a com-
plaint under this section shall be entitled to
temporary and injunctive relief enjoining the
consumer education activity with respect to
which a complaint under this section is made
until—

(A) the complaint is withdrawn; or
(B) the court has determined that the con-

sumer education activity complained of does not
constitute a violation of subsection (a).

(e) ATTORNEY’S FEES.—
(1) MERITORIOUS CASE.—In a case in Federal

court in which the court grants a public utility
injunctive relief under subsection (d), the public
utility shall be entitled to recover an attorney’s
fee from the Alliance and any qualified State
association undertaking the consumer education
activity with respect to which a complaint
under this section is made.

(2) NONMERITORIOUS CASE.—In any case
under subsection (d) in which the court deter-
mines a complaint under subsection (b) to be
frivolous and without merit, the prevailing
party shall be entitled to recover an attorney’s
fee.

(f) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this section
shall limit causes of action brought under any
other law.
SEC. 713. SUNSET.

This title shall cease to be effective as of the
date that is 4 years after the date on which the
Alliance is established.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD) and the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MARKEY) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 2884.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself 5 minutes.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.

2884, a bill to reauthorize portions of
the Energy Policy and Conservation
Act (EPCA) through September 30,
2003.

EPCA authorizes the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve and U.S. participation
in the International Energy Agency.
These programs are a crucial compo-
nent of our energy security and are our
first line of defense in a real energy
emergency.

The U.S. is now well over 50 percent
dependent upon foreign oil. Americans
have been reminded again and again
this year why energy security is so im-
portant. Reauthorizing these programs
is an important piece of business we
must accomplish before we adjourn
this year.

H.R. 2884 also contains other impor-
tant provisions which will enhance our
energy security and reduce the vulner-
ability of the Northeast, where I come
from, to heating oil shortages.

In addition to reauthorizing the Re-
serve, it creates a Home Heating Oil
Reserve in the Northeast and estab-
lishes a trigger for when it can be
drawn down.

The bill also requires annual home
heating readiness reports and encour-
ages education on the benefits of filling
heating oil tanks in the summer. H.R.
2884 also contains provisions that will
help reduce our dependence on foreign
oil. It allows for the Reserve to be
filled with domestic oil when oil prices
are low. It requires the U.S. Geological
Survey to conduct an inventory of oil
and gas reserves on Federal lands.

The bill also makes important
changes to the Federal Energy Manage-
ment Program, making it easier for
Federal managers to enter into energy
savings performance contracts.

H.R. 2884 also updates the low-income
weatherization program. In addition,
H.R. 2884 contains provisions allowing
small hydroelectric projects in Alaska
to be licensed faster.

Finally, H.R. 2884 includes a provi-
sion that is of particular interest to me
because it is based on legislation I in-
troduced in the 105th Congress and the
beginning of this Congress, H.R. 380.
This bill establishes the National
Oilheat Research Alliance Act, allow-
ing for the creation of an organization
to do research on increasing heating
oil’s efficiency.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that all Members
of the House join with me in support of
this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this is a very, very im-
portant piece of legislation. The bill
that we are considering today in fact
authorizes several very important dis-
crete provisions which are collectively
going to really give tremendous
amount of protection to the American
people.

First of all, this legislation reauthor-
izes the Strategic Petroleum Reserve.
It reauthorizes it all the way to Sep-
tember 30, 2003. The authorization for
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve ex-
pired back in March of this year, and
we have been operating without that
specific authorization.

Now, why is the Strategic Petroleum
Reserve important? Well, as we saw
only a few weeks ago, when the Presi-
dent of the United States announced
that he was going to deploy the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve, engage in a
swap of about 30 million barrels of oil,
the price of crude oil dropped from $38
a barrel to down to $32 a barrel.

Now, that shows up in tremendous
benefits for consumers all across the
country, not only in home heating oil,
but also in gasoline long term. In fact,
analysts predicted that if the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve had not been de-
ployed, in other words, if the President
had not made it clear that he was
going to pare down the OPEC nations
by deploying the weapon that we have
in our country, this 570 million-barrel
Strategic Petroleum Reserve, then the
price of a barrel of crude oil would have
gone up to $42 to $44 a barrel.

So, without question, this is a crit-
ical weapon to be used on behalf of
American consumers all across the
country and it has been successful.

In fact, without question, in the ab-
sence of that Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve, we would have been held hostage
over the last month to the whims of
OPEC nations. But because we have it,
Saudi Arabia and others have now said
quite clearly that they will increase
production as a way of ensuring that
the extra oil is in the marketplace be-
cause they understand that if we do de-
ploy the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
then their oil becomes that much less
valuable.

Secondly, there is a provision built
into the bill which creates a regional
Home Heating Oil Reserve. Now, this is
the language which originated in the
House language which I authored ear-
lier this year. It is language which will
for the first time legally authorize the
construction of a Home Heating Oil Re-
serve. I am very glad that we have been
able to reach a workable consensus
with the Senate that will allow this to
be put in place on a permanent basis.

Now, let me tell my colleagues brief-
ly why this is so important to families
in the Northeast. Last winter was one
of the mildest winters in the history of
the Northeast, but despite that we saw
dramatic price bites in home heating
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oil prices during a very brief cold snap
in the end of January and the begin-
ning of February. So that makes it
very, very difficult if it is a mild win-
ter for an ordinary family up in the
Northeast to be able to project what
their home heating oil bills might be
during a more difficult winter.

This year we are on the verge of an-
other crisis. The National Weather
Service predicts a colder winter than
last year, a return to the Northeastern
winters that make Texas an attractive
place to be during the winter.

On top of that, stocks of home heat-
ing oil in New England are more than
70 percent below last year’s levels, and
that adds up to high prices for con-
sumers throughout the Northeast. In
fact, in Massachusetts, winter heating
bills will be $900 for an average cus-
tomer in the Northeast. That is $140
more than last year. The families in
the Northeast should not have to
choose between heating and eating.

To help address those supply short-
falls and price spikes, the Secretary es-
tablished a 2 million-barrel Home
Heating Oil Reserve in the Northeast
under the existing EPCA provisions.
The issue, however, traces its roots all
the way back to 1990 when Congress-
man Carlos Moorhead from California
and Norman Lent from New York and I
authored an amendment to EPCA
which created on an interim basis a
federally sponsored regional Home
Heating Oil Reserve.

Today we put this reserve on a per-
manent basis. Specifically, we first au-
thorized the establishment of a North-
east Home Heating Oil Reserve of up to
2 million barrels. Two, we authorized
the Secretary of Energy to purchase,
contract for, or lease storage facilities
for the Reserve. Three, we established
conditions under which a release from
the Reserve would be triggered. Four,
we required the Secretary to submit a
report to the President and Congress
describing DOE’s plans for setting up
the Reserve and acquiring petroleum
distillate for the Reserve. Five, we es-
tablish an account in the Treasury into
which funds appropriated to fund the
Reserve would be deposited, which
could then be withdrawn from the ac-
count by DOE to operate the Reserve.
And six, we authorize appropriations
for the operation of the Reserve
through 2003.

So it is a great provision.
Finally, the third EPCA-related pro-

vision involves the classic Austin-Bos-
ton piece of legislation that the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON) in-
cluded as an amendment along with my
home heating oil language in the House
version of the bill.

This provision says that when the
price of stripper well goes below $15 a
barrel, the Department of Energy has
the authority to purchase this oil to
fill the Strategic Petroleum Reserve.
This helps to keep the price of stripper
well oil high enough so that there is an
incentive for that industry to continue
to make the proper investment in

maintaining these wells as viable
sources of energy for our country.

Finally, the bill would also include
several extraneous matters: changes to
the Federal Energy Management Pro-
gram, changes to the weatherization
grants program, establishing a heating
oil research checkoff program, and giv-
ing the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission the authority to delegate
regulatory authority over small hydro-
electric projects to the State of Alas-
ka.

Of these additional provisions, only
the last one is controversial. Senator
MURKOWSKI has added the Alaska hy-
droelectric provisions to the bill that
the administration and the environ-
mental community have concerns
about. It exempts hydropower projects
of five megawatts or less from FERC
hydropower licensing requirements, in-
cluding environmental mitigation con-
ditions imposed on licenses.

I believe it is unfortunate that this
unrelated provision should be included
in a bill dealing with a potential crisis
that could affect families in the North-
east and across our entire country.

However, the bill generally deals
with the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
and the regional Home Heating Oil Re-
serve. Both of these provisions are crit-
ical to the long-term economic and na-
tional security interests of our coun-
try.

I urge a very strong yes vote from
every Member of this body.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL).
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Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) for yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, I, of course, am pleased
to support H.R. 2884, which has been
pointed out to be an Energy Policy and
Conservation Act and gives the Depart-
ment of Energy some authority to con-
tinue operating the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve that we call SPR. Given
current tensions in the Middle East, it
is not surprising to me that Congress
feels that they must enact legislation
to give the President authority to draw
down and deploy the SPR. This bill au-
thorizes some other provisions that the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MARKEY) has pointed out that are very
good.

Actually, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY) has problems in
the North and the East with heating
oil, and I certainly subscribe to those.
He and I have tried to work together to
come up with a solution to where we
would be fair with those that produced
energy and fair with those who des-
perately need it in the North and East.
We are still working on that, but this
bill authorizes a northeast heating oil
reserve and permits DOE to fill SPR
with stripper wells in Texas and in

other areas when the prices fall below
$15 a barrel.

That is the amendment of the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON) that I
certainly support. That helps those
that produce it and also helps those
that need it. Similar provisions were
included in the bill previously as re-
ported by the Committee on Commerce
and it is a good thing that the Senate
bill retained these beneficial amend-
ments to the current law.

The bill also includes and addresses
several other energy issues. It will im-
prove energy conservation in Federal
buildings; aid in the development of
small hydroelectric projects in Alaska;
update and improve the weatherization
program and establish a heating oil
checkoff program for consumer edu-
cation and safety. It is a good bill, and
this bill helps. The President’s order to
use some of the SPR, maybe if it was
only for 6 or 8 days even helped the
spirit of Americans who were faced
with $2 gas and gas that could go on up
from there, but really it is my feeling
that the real answer lies on the North
Slope and other shut-in areas in the
lower 48 States and the ocean floor
where they tell us we cannot drill;
where if we could drill we might solve
this and those gasoline prices might go
to the left and drop back down below a
dollar. Energy is national asset. Ten
States produce it. My State is one of
them. The other 40 use it. It is hard to
get good energy legislation.

So how important is energy in the
every day activities of this Congress?
Energy is very important. It is a na-
tional asset. Countries have fought for
energy. Our kids would have to fight
for energy if we do not address it our-
selves. Hitler went east into the
Ploesti oil fields for energy. Japan
went south into Malaysia for energy.
We sent 400,000 kids to the desert over
there for energy. So energy is impor-
tant, and I do not believe that it hurts
to get it off of the ocean floor. I myself
do not think that an offshore rig looks
nearly as bad to people as a troop ship
loaded with American boys and girls
going off to some far away country to
fight for energy.

Mr. Speaker, it is a good bill, and I
support it.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HALL) has spent so much time explain-
ing to me the value of stripper wells
that at least for the purpose of dis-
cussing that issue I become a member
of the Texas delegation because of the
excellent educational work that he has
done on me over the last 20 years and
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BAR-
TON), whose amendment it was, that ul-
timately was included in that legisla-
tion.

In turn, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman
from Maine (Mr. BALDACCI), by the
way, formerly a part of Massachusetts,
has been the most articulate advocate
for the creation of a regional home
heating oil reserve.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he

may consume to the gentleman from
Maine (Mr. BALDACCI).

Mr. BALDACCI. Mr. Speaker, I do
not know where to begin. I am afraid
to begin anywhere at this point, but I
want to thank the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) for yield-
ing me this time. It is not that we have
not enjoyed the relationship we had
with Massachusetts in the past but we
found being off on our own we have
been able to grow and we do appreciate
that.

He has done a great job and has been
a real leader on this issue and someone
who I have been able to lean on and
gain information and background and
expertise from as we are dealing with
these energy issues, and his experience
has been very helpful. To be able to
have him as a neighbor in Massachu-
setts to work on these issues has been
very beneficial to the State of Maine,
and we thank him for that.

I also want to thank the membership
on the other side of the aisle for being
able to come together to at least put
together the beginning of a comprehen-
sive energy policy, which I think bal-
ances the interests of both what is
needed in the Northeast and at the
same time to recognize the difficulties
that have been happening in the South
in terms of when oil was below $15 a
barrel or was $10 a barrel and oil wells
were being capped in the lower 48 and
oil workers were being laid off.

I think we are beginning to establish
that relationship and understanding
what has taken place here nationally
so we are not just responding at one
time and not at another. I compliment
the people who have been able to work
together, as I have been working on
this legislation and other efforts to
bring this to this floor. In the State of
Maine, people are looking at facing
higher heating bills that are increasing
about $75 a month more than they did
last year, and it is not even November
yet and it has already snowed twice in
Maine. That does not bode well for peo-
ple scraping by to heat their homes and
to be able to feed their families.

We dealt with this in this House 6
months ago, in the Senate less than 6
days ago; and it is about time that we
have been able to pass this step up and
finish the work to get this bill reau-
thorized so that we could put this on a
permanent basis and not have to con-
front it on an annual basis or on a tem-
porary basis. The framework in this
bill, with its weatherization improve-
ments and flexibilities, in eliminating
the State share, in terms of its pro-
gram and being able to help out and es-
tablish a northeast heating oil reserve
so we can have an insurance policy
against this happening again, whereas
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. MARKEY) was talking about we
were so dangerously low that had we
had a northeaster followed by the cold
weather that we got that first week we
would have actually run out of oil, to
be able to have this insurance policy,

be able to have the two million barrels
there of refined home heating oil to be
able to respond in an emergency will be
a great sense of relief and insurance
policy to the people in the northeast.

The steps taken by this administra-
tion in the release of the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve, when oil was getting
dangerously close to $40 a barrel, when
the President announced that he was
authorizing the release of the SPR, it
immediately had an impact where it
brought that price down to $31 a barrel.
And now with this going out and the
contracts being bidded on, we are look-
ing at oil around $31, $32 a barrel and a
much more reasonable situation at this
particular point; and we are hopeful for
further diminishment of that to a
much more reasonable level where peo-
ple can afford it better, but it has had
an impact.

For Congress to finally give the
President the legal authority to be able
to release from the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve in order to protect our
country’s economy and our national se-
curity, I think we are also to be com-
mended in a very bipartisan way. So I
want to thank all of those Members for
working together to fashion this legis-
lation. I look at this as a beginning of
our energy policy and look forward to
the Members working together to build
on this energy policy for the future.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would complete the
debate by thanking the majority for
their patient consideration of this leg-
islation. It is very important that it
pass this year; and I want to com-
pliment them for reaching this conclu-
sion, which I think is ultimately going
to benefit our country greatly in pro-
tecting us against the per se antitrust
violations which the OPEC nations en-
gage in but because we have no legal
authority to do anything about it. Only
by the establishment and ultimate de-
ployment of a Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve or a regional home heating oil re-
serve are we able to protect the Amer-
ican consumers.

The gentleman from Maine (Mr.
BALDACCI), the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL), all the members who
worked on it, especially the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD)
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
BARTON) and the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. BLILEY), deserve all the cred-
it in the world for the successful con-
clusion.

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I support this legislation which will reauthorize
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve and will fi-
nally authorize the desperately needed North-
east Home Heating Oil Reserve. I do not need
to remind my colleagues how important the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve and the new
Northeast Home Heating Oil Reserve are to
the people in this Nation, and especially to my
constituents and others in the northeast. Last
month’s swap of oil from the Strategic Re-
serve has kept gas and heating oil rates down
even as turmoil in the Middle East has
prompted market uncertainty. Consumers

have benefited from this swap and they will
likely continue to do so.

The need for this legislation is clear. What
is not so clear is why we are considering this
bill, which passed the House in April, during
the last week of this session. Apparently,
some of our colleagues in the other body
thought it would be a good idea to attach an
amendment to this legislation that would have
created a huge loophole for the oil industry to
avoid paying the appropriate amount of royal-
ties for oil taken from Federal lands. The rider
would have authorized and expanded the con-
troversial Royalty-in-Kind Program which
would give the oil companies the ability to pay
their royalties in kind, not in cash as they do
now. It would have encouraged the Interior
Department to take substantially more royal-
ties in kind. That means that the Federal Gov-
ernment would suddenly find itself in the oil
business. The Interior Department would be
forced to transport, market, and sell massive
quantities of oil and natural gas.

Mr. Speaker, I honestly thought that state-
run industry had been discredited after the fall
of the Soviet Union. Now, it seems some of
our friends on the other side of the aisle want
to give it a try. I should also point out that in
1998, the GAO specifically said that royalty in
kind was unlikely to be profitable for the tax-
payers. Now, after running the pilot programs
for less than 2 years, the Interior Department
admits they still do not have a revenue anal-
ysis of the program. We have no data avail-
able to determine if this program is breaking
even. I would like to enter into the RECORD a
letter I sent to Interior Secretary Babbitt on
this issue which further describes the many
problems with the Royalty-in-Kind Program
and urges him to resist efforts to expand this
program.

So—why was this issue even on the table?
I will tell you why—because the oil industry,
which has already seen skyrocketing profits,
decided to try and shortchange the Federal
Government yet again. I am frankly astonished
that anyone would consider attaching a give-
away to the oil industry in the midst of a bill
designed to help consumers deal with rising
oil prices.

Mr. Speaker, this year we have seen con-
sumers and businesses continue to absorb
higher energy prices. At the same time, indus-
try profits have continued to soar and OPEC
nations have failed to adequately increase
supplies. Even if heating oil prices remain
stagnant, the outlook for the winter is grim.
Now is the time to focus on long-term energy
strategies that will help consumers and busi-
nesses, not pad the pockets of wealthy oil
companies. I urge my colleagues to support
this legislation and other sensible energy strat-
egies and to avoid many of the oil-industry
giveaways that are being circulated as false
solutions to our Nation’s energy problems.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, September 13, 2000.
Hon. BRUCE BABBITT,
Secretary of the Interior,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SECRETARY BABBITT: It has recently
come to my attention that Senator Mur-
kowski, without any committee consider-
ation, will offer an amendment to drastically
expand the Royalty-in-Kind program. As a
Member who has worked for years to make
sure that taxpayers receive the fair amount
of oil royalty payments, I am extremely con-
cerned that this proposed amendment could
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seriously affect the ability of the Federal
government to collect the appropriate
amount of royalties from oil taken from
Federal lands.

Specifically, I am concerned that this
amendment would replace the existing
standard for ‘‘fair market value’’ of oil sold
from Federal lands with one that is vaguely
worded and potentially designed to benefit
the oil industry’s legal challenges to the re-
cently enacted oil valuation rule. Earlier
this year, after years of industry resistance,
your Department was finally able to imple-
ment a new oil and gas valuation rule to en-
sure that the Federal government is properly
reimbursed for oil taken from Federal lands.
The new rule requires oil companies to value
oil based on market-based spot pricing (i.e.,
fair market value) instead of so-called ‘‘post-
ed prices’’ which companies determine on
their own. As a result of these changes, the
Federal government will finally end an in-
dustry scam that was costing taxpayers
more than $66 million each year. Language
to fundamentally redefine the ‘‘fair market
value’’ of oil in statute could effectively un-
dermine the new valuation regulations. This
is completely unacceptable. This issue is too
important to be rushed through Congress in
the waning hours of this session.

In addition, I am extremely concerned that
Congress is on the verge of fully authorizing
a program which has never been considered
in committee and which the General Ac-
counting Office (GAO) expressed concern
about as recently as August 1998. The GAO is
currently reexamining the Royalty-in-Kind
program to see if any progress has been
made. I strongly urge you to oppose this leg-
islation until we have the opportunity to
hear from the GAO and the appropriate com-
mittees on this critically important issue.

Instead of this unnecessary amendment, I
ask that you urge the Senate to recede to
the House on the FY 2001 Interior Appropria-
tions bill and allow the Royalty-in-Kind
pilot program to deduct transportation proc-
essing costs for one year. In that way, we can
learn more about the viability of the concept
and also allow Congress the time to more
carefully and collegially consider this pro-
posal.

I look forward to hearing your views on
this legislation and hope you will join me in
publicly opposing it. Thanks in advance for
your consideration.

Sincerely,
CAROLYN B. MALONEY,

Member of Congress.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, September 28, 2000.
Hon. BRUCE BABBITT,
Secretary of the Interior,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SECRETARY BABBITT: I write to ex-
press my continued opposition to a recently
proposed amendment sponsored by Senator
Murkowski concerning the Royalty-in-Kind
program which I am increasingly convinced
will fundamentally affect the ability of the
Federal Government to collect the appro-
priate amount of royalties from oil taken
from Federal lands.

I recently contacted Walter Rosenbusch,
Director of the Minerals Management Serv-
ice, to voice my concern that the language
authorizing the Royalty-in-Kind program
could potentially undermine the new regula-
tions governing royalties taken in value. Mr.
Rosenbusch informed me that they were as-
sured by the Interior Department Solicitor’s
office that the language would not harm the
new regulations. I requested a copy of the
Solicitor’s opinion. Mr. Rosenbusch informed
me that they had not done a written analysis
of the language and so a written opinion was

not available. I requested a written version
immediately. We received the memo two
days later (attached).

I am extremely disturbed that the memo
was not contemplated until after my re-
quest, ten days after the language was made
public and weeks since it had been in Inte-
rior’s possession. Given the highly con-
troversial nature and complexity of the oil
valuation rules and the fact that the regula-
tions add $66 million to the Treasury each
year, I believe this proposed legislation war-
rants more thorough consideration. The fact
that oil industry representatives were inti-
mately involved in the drafting of the
amendment further increases my suspicion
and alarm about this language.

Alarmed about the lack of concern and
analysis from your solicitor’s office, I have
asked an outside attorney and expert on the
oil industry litigation to examine the pro-
posed language to determine the potential
damage this legislation could do to current
oil valuation rules. I have attached a copy of
this memorandum which elucidates numer-
ous problems with this amendment and
clearly explains that ‘‘the failure of the
amendment to preclude the Secretary from
conducting in-kind sales when his own regu-
lations would mandate a higher price clearly
undermines those regulations.’’ The memo
goes on to explain that ‘‘the introduction of
a second definition of ‘fair market value’
could be interpreted as an acknowledgment
that leasing activities are subject to a stand-
ard of something less than a price that a
willing buyer would pay to a willing seller,
with opposing economic interests in an open
and competitive market. This interpretation
threatens not only Interior’s regulations but
also litigation over past royalties.’’ I believe
these specific concerns and the others listed
in the memorandum clearly show the numer-
ous flaws with this bill and why it demands
the Administration’s opposition.

Finally, I am alarmed to discover that we
are considering an expansion of the RIK pro-
gram without the benefit of a complete rev-
enue analysis. Moreover, the language being
considered fails to include common-sense
performance measures to ensure that the
program RIK program is revenue positive.

For all of these reasons, I remain opposed
to this legislation and I ask that you urge
the Senate to recede to the House on the FY
2001 Interior Appropriations bill and allow
the Royalty-in-Kind pilot program to deduct
transportation and processing costs for one
year. I am certain that when you have the
opportunity to closely examine the potential
problems created by this ill-conceived
amendment you will join me in asking the
Senate to postpone the passage of this ex-
pansive and complicated legislation until we
are able to resolve some of these concerns.

Sincerely,
CAROLYN B. MALONEY,

Member of Congress.
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak-

er, I rise in strong support of the Senate
Amendments to (H.R. 2884), the Energy Pol-
icy and Conservation Act.

Energy consumers on Long Island and
throughout this Northeast have been waiting
for this important legislation. With home heat-
ing oil prices moving upward in New York
state, it is imperative that the Congress acts
now.

This legislation authorizes the establishment
of a two million-barrel regional Home Heating
Oil Reserve in the Northeast. It specifies that
oil can only be released from the Reserve if
the President finds there is a severe energy
supply interruption and permits the release of
the oil on specific market conditions. These
safeguards make sense.

The legislation also expands the weatheriza-
tion program to help homeowners make their
residences more energy efficient.

The Energy Information Administration is
currently projecting home heating oil price in-
creases of 19 cents per gallon over the aver-
age levels paid last year.

Mr. Speaker, last winter’s energy crisis dem-
onstrated the Congress and the President
must do more to stabilize energy price spikes.
This legislation is a positive step in that direc-
tion.

I urge my colleagues to support the Senate
Amendments to H.R. 2884.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of H.R. 2884, which amends the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act through FY
2003. H.R. 2884 reauthorizes the authority of
the Department of Energy to lease oil or buy
for, operate, and draw down from the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve (SPR) through 2003. The
SPR was authorized in 1975 to protect our
Nation against the recurrence of the Arab oil
embargo of 1973–74, which nearly crippled
our Nation. When the U.S. Congress initially
authorized the SPR in the Energy Policy and
Conservation Act, our intent was to create a
large reserve of crude oil that would prevent
future disruptions in supply, and would deter
the use of oil as a weapon.

Mr. Speaker, our country is under siege on
two fronts, one from OPEC where just a few
weeks ago the prices of crude oil rose to Gulf
War record levels of nearly $40 per barrel,
and on the other front, as a result of this Ad-
ministration’s failure to enact a strategic, short
and long term energy policy. Despite OPEC’s
promise to increase oil production to levels
that would stabilize the price of crude oil, the
price continued to shoot up. As the price of oil
was climbing and our constituents were paying
upwards of $2 for a gallon of gas, this Con-
gress, in bipartisan support, called on the
President to release oil from the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve. The prices continued to rise,
and finally, after this Congress through
heatings and a great deal of pressure, the
President did authorize the release of oil from
the SPR. On the speculation alone, that oil
would be released from the SPR, prices of
crude oil began to drop.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation contains narrow
trigger language for the President limiting the
usage of the SPR and the newly created heat-
ing oil reserve. The trigger language mandates
that the Department of Energy will have to
certify that any draw-down from the reserve
will not impair the national security of the
United States. What H.R. 2884 does for the
people of the Northeast is to create a perma-
nent home heating oil reserve, a necessary
measure for which I have been a strong advo-
cate, because it will ensure that my constitu-
ents will not have to suffer as a result of any
supply shortages of significant scope and du-
ration; and if the price differential between
heating oil and crude oil increases sixty per-
cent plus over its five-year rolling average.

Moreover, H.R. 2884 requires the Secretary
of the Interior with input from the Secretaries
of Agriculture and Energy to begin a national
inventory of natural gas and oil reserves on
federal lands, and to set forth any restrictions
to the development of these resources. H.R.
2884 also directs the Department of Energy to
strengthen its winterization program, along
with mandating that the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission conduct a complete review
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of its policies, practices, and procedures to as-
certain how to reduce the time and costs as-
sociated with the licensing of hydroelectric
projects.

Mr. Speaker, it is our responsibility to take
whatever measures we can to ensure that our
constituents will not suffer as a result of any
breakdown in the supply of, or shortages of
heating oil. The American people deserve no
less than that. And that is why I support this
measure.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am supporting
H.R. 2884 because it contains provisions of
vital interest to the American people, such as
reauthorizing the Strategic Petroleum Reserve.
However, I am concerned about the inclusion
in this legislation of the National Oilheat Re-
search Alliance Act of 2000.

This legislation essentially creates a new tax
in order to increase the power of the Wash-
ington D.C.-based trade association, the Na-
tional Association for Oilheat Research and
Education. This legislation authorizes this
trade association to hold a referendum on the
establishment of the National Oilheat Re-
search Alliance. Voting rights are based on
volume of sales, and the Alliance is estab-
lished upon an approval of the industry rep-
resenting two-thirds of sales by volume. This
has the effect of giving the biggest interests in
the oilheat industry the most voting power.

Once the Alliance is established, an ‘‘as-
sessment,’’ which is essentially a tax, is levied
on the sale of fuel oil. The Congressional
Budget Office (CBO) has estimated that this
would amount to $16–$17 million annually.
The legislation authorizes the Alliance to bring
suits in Federal court to ensure all distributors
and retailers comply with the assessments.
The use of these funds would be directed by
industry towards programs (1) to enhance
consumer and employee safety and training,
(2) to provide for research, development, and
demonstration of clean and efficient oilheat uti-
lization equipment, and (3) for consumer edu-
cation.

The legislation contains explicit language
stating that funds cannot be used for adver-
tising, promotions, or consumer surveys in
support of advertising or promotions. However,
there is no precise line between advertising
and consumer education. For example, tele-
vision and radio spots educating consumers
about the benefits of oilheat might not appear
to violate the prohibition on advertising.

Under this legislation, the National Associa-
tion for Oilheat Research and Education is
designated by name as the sole organization
who designates at least 56 of the 61 members
to the Alliance. The Alliance would determine
the use of all of the $16–$17 million in assess-
ments. By levying a tax on fuel oil sales which
is enforceable in Federal courts, the oilheat in-
dustry is assured that all sectors of the indus-
try—from small retail marketers to large
wholesale distributors—will contribute to their
national efforts—whatever they decide them to
be. It is a virtual certainty that these costs will
be passed onto consumers.

The National Oilheat Research Alliance Act
of 2000 is an anti-consumer mandate that
consolidates power in an entity controlled by
the biggest interests and will favor their con-
cerns over those of consumers and small
businesses. It levies a new tax on consumers
for which they will receive little or no benefit
and give those funds to a trade association
controlled D.C.-based entity to do with as they

see fit. This is an inappropriate use of con-
gressional authority. I hope we can correct this
mistake in the future.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in strong support of H.R. 2884, titled the
Extend Energy Conservation Programs Under
the Energy Policy and Conservation Act. The
1975 Energy Policy and Conservation Act
(EPCA) was one of several measures enacted
during the 1970s to deal with chronic U.S. en-
ergy supply disruptions and shortages. Among
other things, the law authorized the creation of
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve (SPR) to be
available to reduce the impact of oil import
disruptions. The reserve includes 575 million
barrels of crude oil stored in five salt caverns
in Louisiana and Texas. EPCA also authorized
U.S. participation in an international agree-
ment to coordinate the responses of oil con-
suming nations to oil supply disruptions in
order to minimize their global impact. EPCA’s
authorization expired on March 31, 2000.

The measures includes provisions that per-
mit the Energy Department to purchase oil
from certain marginal wells if the price of oil
falls below $15 per barrel. (Marginal wells are
generally defined as those producing fewer
than 15 barrels per day. The provisions are in-
tended to ensure that marginal wells are not
closed down during periods of extraordinarily
low oil prices.)

The bill authorizes, President Clinton’s re-
quest for the, establishment of a two million-
barrel regional home-heating-oil reserve in the
Northeast. It specifies that oil could be re-
leased from the reserve only if the president
finds that there is a severe energy supply
interruption, and specifies certain other condi-
tions under which oil may be released from
the reserve. I would hope that the conditions
for release of oil in the future from the national
reserve will not just be based on hindsight be-
cause often conditions that created a past cri-
sis are not repeated.

The measure also includes the following
other provisions that were not included in the
bill as passed by the House in April. This bill
would also expand the existing federal weath-
erization program of the Energy Department.
In addition permits the state of Alaska, rather
than the federal government, to regulate cer-
tain small (under five megawatts) hydroelectric
power projects in Alaska. Further this bill es-
tablishes an oil-heat research program to be
funded by assessments of two-tenths of one
cent per gallon on distillate heating oil.

I would encourage my colleagues to vote in
support of this conservation effort although it
is being addressed seven months after the
original legislation expired.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD) that the
House suspend the rules and concur in
the Senate amendment to the bill, H.R.
2884.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendment was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CONSIDERING MEMBER AS
PRIMARY SPONSOR OF H.R. 1239

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I may here-
after be considered as the primary
sponsor of H.R. 1239, a bill originally
introduced by Representative Bruce
Vento of Minnesota, for the purpose of
adding cosponsors and requesting
reprintings under clause 7 of rule XII.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.
f

MORGAN STATION

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5143) to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 3160 Irvin Cobb Drive in Padu-
cah, Kentucky, as the ‘‘Morgan Sta-
tion’’.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 5143

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. MORGAN STATION.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 3160
Irvin Cobb Drive, in Paducah, Kentucky,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Mor-
gan Station’’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Morgan Station’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 5143.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, we have before us H.R.
5143 designating the facility of the
United States Postal Service located at
3160 Irvin Cobb Drive in Paducah, Ken-
tucky, as the Morgan Station. H.R. 5143
was introduced by our colleague, the
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
WHITFIELD), on September 7, 2000 and is
supported by all Members of the House
delegation from the State of Kentucky.

Fred Morgan, after whom the facility
will be named, grew up in the
Littleville community of Paducah’s
south side in Kentucky. Mr. Morgan
served in the General Assembly of Ken-
tucky for most of his 30-year span in
public service. He devoted his time to
improving education and helping the
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poor and downtrodden. Mr. Morgan
never hesitated risking his own polit-
ical career if he believed the issue was
important to the well-being of the
State. Mr. Morgan passed away in De-
cember of 1999.

Mr. Speaker, I urge our colleagues to
support H.R. 5143 honoring Mr. Morgan,
who is deserving of this honor of hav-
ing a Postal Service named after him,
for his contributions to his community
and to his State.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join my
colleague in the House in consideration
of these three postal bills. Of course, in
the first one we honor the famous Ken-
tucky State House Democratic major-
ity leader, a former Member of Con-
gress and a dedicated letter carrier.
H.R. 5143, which would name a postal
facility in Paducah, Kentucky, as the
Morgan Station, was introduced by the
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
WHITFIELD) on September 7, 2000.

Fred Morgan, Sr., was born in 1915 in
the Littleville section of Paducah,
Kentucky. After election to the Ken-
tucky House of Representatives, Mr.
Morgan was elected to the powerful po-
sition of House Democratic majority
leader. He served four decades in the
General Assembly. He was a champion
of the poor and downtrodden and
worked hard to improve education in
Kentucky. In the Kentucky House of
Representatives, he was known as the
‘‘silver fox who led Morgan’s Raiders.’’

Mr. Morgan died in 1999. I am sure
that all of the people of Kentucky are
indeed proud of his tremendous record,
and I know that all of those individuals
who are postal mail carriers are proud
of the fact that a member of their
ranks rose to such a lofty position and
did such an outstanding job. So I would
urge swift passage of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LATOURETTE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5143.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

TIM LEE CARTER POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5144) to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 203 West Paige Street, in
Tompkinsville, Kentucky, as the ‘‘Tim
Lee Carter Post Office Building’’.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5144
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. TIM LEE CARTER POST OFFICE

BUILDING.
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the

United States Postal Service located at 203
West Paige Street, in Tompkinsville, Ken-
tucky, shall be known and designated as the
‘‘Tim Lee Carter Post Office Building’’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Tim Lee Carter Post
Office Building’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 5144.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker I

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5144, introduced by
our colleague the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. WHITFIELD), designates the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 203 West Paige
Street in Tompkinsville, Kentucky, as
the Tim Lee Carter Post Office Build-
ing. All Members of the Kentucky
State delegation have supported this
legislation.

Representative Tim Carter was born
in Tompkinsville in 1910. He graduated
from Western Kentucky University in
1934 and earned a medical degree from
the University of Tennessee. He spent
31⁄2 years as a combat medic in World
War II, was elected to the Congress and
gained national attention as the first
Republican Congressman to seek U.S.
withdrawal from Vietnam. However, he
never wavered in his support for the
troops fighting in that theater.
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Though he was known as a defender
of President Nixon during the impeach-
ment hearing of 1974, he was also allied
with President Johnson’s Great Soci-
ety programs to improve our Nation’s
poorest districts, to improve schools,
to improve water systems, libraries,
airports, roads and recreation, and sup-
ported the taxes to pay for those pro-
grams.

During much of his 16 years in the
House, he was the only practicing phy-
sician to serve in the House. He said
that the passage of a law that provided
preventive medical care for poor chil-
dren was his most important legisla-
tive achievement. He was an early ad-
vocate of national insurance for cata-
strophic illness.

When he retired from Congress, Dr.
Carter returned to the practice of med-
icine and his farm on the Cumberland
River. The Honorable Dr. Carter died in
1987.

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of this
bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I join in urging passage
of H.R. 5144, which was introduced by
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
WHITFIELD) on September 7, 2000, which
would name a postal facility in
Tompkinsville, Kentucky, as the Tim
Lee Carter Post Office building.

Tim Lee Carter was born in
Tompkinsville, Kentucky, in 1910. He
graduated from Western University and
earned a medical degree from the Uni-
versity of Tennessee.

He was elected to represent the 5th
Congressional District in 1965 and
served until 1980. Of course, he gained
national attention as the first Repub-
lican Congressman to seek the U.S.
withdrawal from Vietnam.

In Kentucky, Mr. Carter was known
for efforts to improve his district and
was actively involved in many various
activities, not only in the immediate
community where he lived, but
throughout the State of Kentucky, and
proved himself an effective public serv-
ant.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. LATOURETTE) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
5144.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

MARJORY WILLIAMS SCRIVENS
POST OFFICE

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5068) to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 5927 Southwest 70th Street in
Miami, Florida, as the ‘‘Marjory Wil-
liams Scrivens Post Office’’.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 5068

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. MARJORY WILLIAMS SCRIVENS POST

OFFICE.
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the

United States Postal Service located at 5927
Southwest 70th Street in Miami, Florida,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Mar-
jory Williams Scrivens Post Office’’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
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record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the Marjory Williams
Scrivens Post Office.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 5068.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, our colleague, the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Mrs. MEEK),
has introduced this piece of legislation.
This legislation designates the facility
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 5927 Southwest 70th Street in
Miami, Florida, as the Marjory Wil-
liams Scrivens Post Office. All mem-
bers of the Florida delegation to the
House have cosponsored this legisla-
tion, as required by the rules of our
subcommittee.

Marjory Williams Scrivens started
working for the United States Postal
Service in 1970, and in 1972 she was one
of the first women to deliver mail in
the Miami-Dade County area in Flor-
ida. Sadly, she succumbed to bone can-
cer a year ago.

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of this
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5068, which was in-
troduced by my friend and colleague,
the gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs.
MEEK), on July 27, 2000, would name a
postal facility in Miami, Florida, as
the Marjory Williams Scrivens Post Of-
fice building. Ms. Scrivens began her
postal career in 1970 as the first woman
carrier working from the South Miami
branch. She delivered along her Coral
Gables route for more than 20 years.

Ms. Scrivens is remembered for help-
ing to take the ‘‘man’’ out of postman
and having mail carriers referred to as
‘‘letter carriers.’’ So, in addition to
carrying the mail, we also owe Ms.
Scrivens a debt of gratitude for moving
us to another level in our thinking
about gender and about the work that
people do.

She loved her job and worked long
hours serving postal customers on her
route. Sadly, Ms. Scrivens passed on
November 15, 1999.

In addition to the comments that I
have made, and that I know that the
gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs. MEEK)
had hoped to be here, but could not

make it, there is a letter from the
South Florida Letter Carriers, which I
will include for the RECORD.

SOUTH FLORIDA LETTER CARRIERS,
BRANCH 1071, NATIONAL ASSOCIA-
TION OF LETTER CARRIERS,

Miami, FL, July 10, 2000.
Hon. CARRIE MEEK,
Member of Congress,
Miami, FL.

DEAR CONGRESSWOMAN MEEK: It has come
to my attention there is an effort being
made to rename the South Miami Post Office
at 5927 SW 70th Street in memory of de-
ceased Letter Carrier Marjory Williams
Scrivens.

This letter is to advise you NALC Branch
1071 endorses and supports this effort.

Marjory was a personal friend who served
for more than two decades as a letter carrier
in South Florida.

The Miami News reported on September 8,
1972 that she was the only female carrier
working out of the South Miami Office and
one of only four female carriers in the Coun-
try.

Ms. Scrivens’ postal employment was in-
strumental in correcting identification of
those who carry the mail from postman or
mailman to letter carrier.

Marjory Scrivens loved her job. She
worked hard and long to get on with the
Postal Service and worked long hours serv-
ing postal patrons on her route.

I can think of no greater honor than to
have the South Miami Post Office renamed
the ‘‘Marjory Williams Scrivens Branch’’.

Sincerely,
WILLIAM E. BURROUGHS, Jr.,

President.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs. MEEK)
for honoring such a lady letter carrier,
and I certainly want to thank the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE)
for the opportunity to share this time
with him.

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased that the House is considering my bill
H.R. 5068 to name the Post Office in South
Miami, Florida, after the late Marjory Williams
Scrivens. I think that this recognition is well
deserved and long overdue.

Mrs. Scrivens was one of this nation’s first
female letter carriers. She was a very popular
trail blazer, who during her 22 years of exem-
plary service to the postal service was very in-
strumental in correcting the identification of
those who carry the mail from postman to
mailman to letter carrier.

Her colleagues fondly remember her as one
who was very proud of her job. ‘‘We would al-
ways point to Marjory as a good example of
a job well done,’’ said a former supervisor.

Mrs. Scrivens was motivated for public serv-
ice, she wanted a challenge and kept dropping
by the federal building to check on govern-
ment jobs. ‘‘When I saw clerk-carrier listed, I
took the test and passed,’’ she said.

She was not afraid of boldly taking on as-
signments that not many women had done be-
fore. It did not bother her that she was a pio-
neer, and charting unexplored territory. What
mattered most to Marjory was providing her
friends and neighbors on her postal router with
high-quality service and a warm smile.

So today, it is fitting that we honor Marjory
Williams Scrivens not only because of who
she was, but for all that she did.

I’m pleased that the entire Florida delega-
tion has co-sponsored this bill. It has wide-
spread bi-partisan support for all across our

state. This effort has received widespread
community support including endorsements
from the South Florida Letter Carriers Associa-
tion, the Mt. Olive Missionary Baptist Church,
Miami Times newspaper, and over 1,000 sig-
natures on more than 63 pages.

Mr. Speaker, Marjory Williams Scrivens was
not only a trail blazing letter carrier, but a
dedicated public servant who served her com-
munity and the people of this country well.

I am pleased to support the naming of the
U.S. Post Office at 5927 SW 70th Street, in
South Miami, Florida, the Marjory William
Scrivens Post Office.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LATOURETTE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5068.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

ITALIAN-AMERICAN HERITAGE
MONTH

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 347) expressing
the sense of the House of Representa-
tives in support of ‘‘Italian-American
Heritage Month’’ and recognizing the
contributions of Italian Americans to
the United States.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 347

Whereas Italians, like Amerigo Vespucci
and Christopher Columbus, were some of the
first explorers to discover the American con-
tinents and illustrate the geography;

Whereas Italians and Italian Americans
have made great contributions to America’s
society economically, culturally, and politi-
cally;

Whereas Italian Americans have won pres-
tigious prizes, such as the Nobel Prize, the
Pritzker Award for architecture, and the
Fields Medal for mathematics;

Whereas Italians and Italian Americans in-
vented pianos, violins, calendars, radios,
telescopes, compasses, microscopes, ther-
mometers, eye glasses, steam engines, type-
writers, and batteries;

Whereas Italian Americans have toiled and
labored while helping to build our Nation’s
infrastructure, including railroads, tunnels,
highways, and subways;

Whereas a great many Americans have en-
joyed the entertainment provided by Italian
Americans, such as Hall of Fame baseball
player Joe DiMaggio, singer and songwriter
Frank Sinatra, world-renowned composer
Henry Mancini, and Oscar-winning actor
Robert DeNiro;

Whereas great Italian American political
figures, such as Fiorella La Guardia (who
was both Mayor of, then Congressman from,
New York City), Anthony Celebrezze (who, in
the Kennedy administration, was the first
Italian American Cabinet member), and
Antonin Scalia (who, in 1982, became the
first Italian American Supreme Court Jus-
tice), have enriched the political process and
brought national pride to our country;
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Whereas over 5.4 million Italians immi-

grated to the United States between 1820 and
1991, which today has resulted in over 26 mil-
lion Americans of Italian descent in the
United States, making them the fifth largest
ethnic group; and

Whereas the Massachusetts Legislature
has designated the month of October as
‘‘Italian-American Heritage Month’’ in Mas-
sachusetts: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives supports the goals and ideas of
‘‘Italian-American Heritage Month’’ and rec-
ognizes the significant contributions that
Italian Americans have made to the United
States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
CAPUANO) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Res. 347.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to have
the House consider House Resolution
347. It is an important piece of legisla-
tion that has been introduced by my
colleague, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. CAPUANO).

This resolution expresses the sense of
the House of Representatives in sup-
port of Italian-American Heritage
Month and recognizes the contribu-
tions of Italian-Americans to the
United States.

Mr. Speaker, over 5.4 million Italians
immigrated to the United States be-
tween 1820 and 1991. Today, over 26 mil-
lion Americans are of Italian decent in
the United States, the fifth largest eth-
nic group within the United States.

Some of the very first explorers to
discover America were Italians, includ-
ing Amerigo Vespucci and Christopher
Columbus. Since then, Italians and
Italian Americans have continued to
make lasting contributions to our
great country. For example, Italian
Americans have won the Nobel Prize,
the Pritzker Award for architecture,
and the Fields Medal for mathematics.
Italians and Italian Americans in-
vented pianos, violins, radios and
steam engines.

America has been fortunate to enjoy
the music of Frank Sinatra and com-
poser Henry Mancini, the baseball
heroics of Hall of Fame baseball legend
Joe DiMaggio, and the acting of Oscar
winner Robert DeNiro.

We honor Italian American political
figures in history, such as Fiorella La
Guardia, Mayor and then Congressman
from New York City; Anthony
Celebrezze, who served in the cabinet of
the Kennedy administration and was

the first Italian-American cabinet
member; and today we are fortunate to
have the first Italian-American Su-
preme Court Justice, Antonin Scalia.

Mr. Speaker, the Massachusetts leg-
islature has designated October as
‘‘Italian American Heritage Month.’’ I
urge all Members to support the goals
and ideals of this designation and to
honor the contribution of Italian
Americans as they have made them to
the United States.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank those
people that have allowed this resolu-
tion to come to the floor of the House.
It is relatively simple and straight-
forward.

October, as we all know, is a month
that we celebrate Christopher Colum-
bus Day, and it is a month that many
Italian Americans across this country
have utilized to remember their own
heritage and their own background.

I think it is particularly appropriate
for this resolution to be before us on
the same day as H.R. 2442, which re-
calls the plight of many Italian Ameri-
cans during World War II. They were
interned at the behest of this govern-
ment, which was an amazing thing,
considering that it happened at the
same time that probably one of the
largest ethnic groups in the world help-
ing the Americans were Italian Ameri-
cans fighting in World War II, and that
included my father as an Italian Amer-
ican, the son of Italian Americans.

This resolution simply states what
many people already know, and some
things I think people do not know. The
gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LATOURETTE) went through much of it.

But some of the things that people do
not know is what Italian Americans
and Italians have invented that help
them every day, not the least of which
is pianos, violins, the calendars that we
all use every day were invented by
Italians, radios down on Cape Cod in
Massachusetts, telescopes, compasses,
microscopes, thermometers, eye-
glasses, steam engines, typewriters and
batteries, all discovered by Italians or
Italian Americans.

I rise today simply to congratulate
all of the people that have come to
these shores, including Italians and
Italian Americans, and all of their her-
itage, the 26 million people in America
today who claim some Italian heritage,
the fifth largest ethnic group, as was
pointed out by the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE).

I also rise today to remind them that
if they want to see some of the work
that has been done by Italian Ameri-
cans, all they have to do is simply step
outside this Chamber and take a look
up. Much of the art work done in this
Capitol was done by Mr. Brumidi, also
an Italian American.

Mr. Speaker, again, I thank my col-
leagues on the other side for allowing
this to come up, and I join in asking
for the passage of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to urge all Mem-
bers to support Italian-American Herit-
age Month as designated by the Massa-
chusetts Legislature. Our country is
richer and stronger, thanks to the
many contributions that Italian Amer-
icans have made to the United States.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all Mem-
bers to support this resolution. I want
to congratulate my colleague and
friend, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. CAPUANO), for bringing this
measure to our attention. I urge its
passage.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize and celebrate a distinct and impor-
tant group in this country—Italian Americans. I
introduced H. Res. 347 because I felt that
America should stand up and recognize the in-
valuable contributions bequeathed upon our
society by countless Italian Americans
throughout this nation’s history.

Last October, the Massachusetts State Leg-
islature passed a law observing the month of
October as Italian-American Heritage Month.
This law recognizes the unique impression be-
stowed on our country’s rich national heritage
by Italian Americans. My resolution, H. Res.
347, not only supports the goals and ideas of
Italian-American Heritage Month nationwide,
but also recognizes the significant contribu-
tions Italian Americans have made to our
great nation.

Italian Americans have made significant
contributions economically, culturally and po-
litically to our society. Amerigo Vespucci and
Christopher Columbus were some of the first
explorers to discover the American continents
and illustrate the geography. Italian Americans
have won prestigious prizes, such as the
Nobel Prize, the Pritzker Award for architec-
ture, and the Fields Medal for mathematics.

Over the past 200 years, 5.4 million Italians
have immigrated to the United States. Today
more than 26 million Americans are of Italian
descent, 72 thousand alone reside in the
eighth district of Massachusetts. As this coun-
try’s fifth largest ethnic group, Italian Ameri-
cans have brought to our communities a tire-
less work ethnic, a strong sense of family co-
hesion, and an artistically rich culture. This
unique and profound impact of Italian culture
has become an integral part of the American
way of life. In fact, many Italian Americans
have gone on to become prominent in our na-
tion’s academic, industrial, entertainment, and
political fields.

Nearly every American has experienced the
unique contributions of Italian Americans. Fa-
mous Italian Americans like Hall of Fame
baseball player Joe DiMaggio, world-renowed
composer Henry Mancini, singer and song-
writer Frank Sinatra, and Oscar winner Robert
DeNiro have provided all Americans with
many forms of entertainment. Millions of
Americans have experienced the brilliance of
Constantine Brumidi, an Italian immigrant, who
was the artistic prodigy behind the elaborate
paintings in the United States Capitol. Other
Italian Americans have enriched our political
process, including political figures such as
Fiorella La Guardia, both mayor and Con-
gressman from New York City, Anthony
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Celebrezze, who served during John F. Ken-
nedy’s Administration and was the first Italian
American Cabinet Member, and Antonin
Scalia, who is the first Italian American ap-
pointed to the Supreme Court.

I invite every Member to join me in cele-
brating the tremendous impact Italian Ameri-
cans have made to our nation and our na-
tional identity.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LATOURETTE) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 347.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2000

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 1752) to reauthorize and amend
the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 1752

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Coastal Bar-
rier Resources Reauthorization Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 2. GUIDELINES FOR CERTAIN REC-

OMMENDATIONS AND DETERMINA-
TIONS.

Section 4 of the Coastal Barrier Resources
Act (16 U.S.C. 3503), as otherwise amended by
this Act, is further amended by adding at the
end the following:

‘‘(g) GUIDELINES FOR CERTAIN RECOMMENDA-
TIONS AND DETERMINATIONS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In making any rec-
ommendation to the Congress regarding the
addition of any area to the System or in de-
termining whether, at the time of the inclu-
sion of a System unit within the System, a
coastal barrier is undeveloped, the Secretary
shall consider whether within the area—

‘‘(A) the density of development is less
than 1 structure per 5 acres of land above
mean high tide; and

‘‘(B) there is existing infrastructure con-
sisting of—

‘‘(i) a road, with a reinforced road bed, to
each lot or building site in the area;

‘‘(ii) a wastewater disposal system suffi-
cient to serve each lot or building site in the
area;

‘‘(iii) electric service for each lot or build-
ing site in the area; and

‘‘(iv) a fresh water supply for each lot or
building site in the area.

‘‘(2) STRUCTURE DEFINED.—In paragraph (1),
the term ‘structure’ means a walled and
roofed building, other than a gas or liquid
storage tank, that—

‘‘(A) is principally above ground and af-
fixed to a permanent site, including a manu-
factured home on a permanent foundation;
and

‘‘(B) covers an area of at least 200 square
feet.

‘‘(3) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sub-
section supersedes the official maps referred
to in subsection (a).’’.

SEC. 3. VOLUNTARY ADDITIONS TO JOHN H.
CHAFEE COASTAL BARRIER RE-
SOURCES SYSTEM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4 of the Coastal
Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C. 3503) is
amended by inserting after subsection (c) the
following:

‘‘(d) ADDITIONS TO SYSTEM.—The Secretary
may add a parcel of real property to the Sys-
tem, if—

‘‘(1) the owner of the parcel requests, in
writing, that the Secretary add the parcel to
the System; and

‘‘(2) the parcel is an undeveloped coastal
barrier.’’.

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS RELATING TO
ADDITIONS OF EXCESS PROPERTY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4(d) of the Coastal
Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 (16 U.S.C.
3503 note; Public Law 101–591)—

(A) is redesignated and moved so as to ap-
pear as subsection (e) of section 4 of the
Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C.
3503); and

(B) is amended—
(i) in paragraph (1)—
(I) by striking ‘‘one hundred and eighty’’

and inserting ‘‘180’’; and
(II) in subparagraph (B), by striking

‘‘shall’’; and
(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘sub-

section (d)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph
(1)(B)’’; and

(iii) by striking paragraph (3).
(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 4 of

the Coastal Barrier Improvement Act of 1990
(16 U.S.C. 3503 note; Public Law 101–591) is
amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (d) of this section’’ and inserting
‘‘section 4(e) of the Coastal Barrier Re-
sources Act (16 U.S.C. 3503(e))’’; and

(B) by striking subsection (f).
(c) ADDITIONS TO SYSTEM.—Section 4 of the

Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C.
3503) is further amended by inserting after
subsection (e) (as added by subsection (b)(1))
the following:

‘‘(f) MAPS.—The Secretary shall—
‘‘(1) keep a map showing the location of

each boundary modification made under sub-
section (c) and of each parcel of real property
added to the System under subsection (d) or
(e) on file and available for public inspection
in the Office of the Director of the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service and in such
other offices of the Service as the Director
considers appropriate;

‘‘(2) provide a copy of the map to—
‘‘(A) the State and unit of local govern-

ment in which the property is located;
‘‘(B) the Committees; and
‘‘(C) the Federal Emergency Management

Agency; and
‘‘(3) revise the maps referred to in sub-

section (a) to reflect each boundary modi-
fication under subsection (c) and each addi-
tion of real property to the System under
subsection (d) or (e), after publishing in the
Federal Register a notice of any such pro-
posed revision.’’.

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 4(a)
of the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16
U.S.C. 3503(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘which
shall consist of’’ and all that follows and in-
serting the following: ‘‘which shall consist of
those undeveloped coastal barriers and other
areas located on the coasts of the United
States that are identified and generally de-
picted on the maps on file with the Secretary
entitled ‘Coastal Barrier Resources System’,
dated October 24, 1990, as those maps may be
modified, revised, or corrected under—

‘‘(1) subsection (f)(3);
‘‘(2) section 4 of the Coastal Barrier Im-

provement Act of 1990 (16 U.S.C. 3503 note;
Public Law 101–591); or

‘‘(3) any other provision of law enacted on
or after November 16, 1990, that specifically

authorizes the modification, revision, or cor-
rection.’’.
SEC. 4. CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.

(a) COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES ACT.—The
Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C. 3501
et seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 3(2) (16 U.S.C. 3502(2)), by
striking ‘‘refers to the Committee on Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries’’ and inserting
‘‘means the Committee on Resources’’;

(2) in section 3(3) (16 U.S.C. 3502(3)), in the
matter following subparagraph (D), by strik-
ing ‘‘Effective October 1, 1983, such’’ and in-
serting ‘‘Such’’; and

(3) by repealing section 10 (16 U.S.C. 3509).
(b) COASTAL BARRIER IMPROVEMENT ACT OF

1990.—Section 8 of the Coastal Barrier Im-
provement Act of 1990 (16 U.S.C. 3503 note;
Public Law 101–591) is repealed.
SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 12 of the Coastal Barrier Resources
Act (16 U.S.C. 3510) is redesignated as section
10, moved to appear after section 9, and
amended to read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 10. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

‘‘There is authorized to be appropriated to
the Secretary to carry out this Act $2,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004,
and 2005.’’.
SEC. 6. DIGITAL MAPPING PILOT PROJECT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—
(1) PROJECT.—The Secretary of the Interior

(referred to in this section as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’), in consultation with the Director
of the Federal Emergency Management
Agency, shall carry out a pilot project to de-
termine the feasibility and cost of creating
digital versions of the John H. Chafee Coast-
al Barrier Resources System maps referred
to in section 4(a) of the Coastal Barrier Re-
sources Act (16 U.S.C. 3503(a)) (as amended
by section 3(d)).

(2) NUMBER OF UNITS.—The pilot project
shall consist of the creation of digital maps
for no more than 75 units and no fewer than
50 units of the John H. Chafee Coastal Bar-
rier Resources System (referred to in this
section as the ‘‘System’’), 1/3 of which shall
be otherwise protected areas (as defined in
section 12 of the Coastal Barrier Improve-
ment Act of 1990 (16 U.S.C. 3503 note; Public
Law 101–591)).

(b) DATA.—
(1) USE OF EXISTING DATA.—To the max-

imum extent practicable, in carrying out the
pilot project under this section, the Sec-
retary shall use digital spatial data in the
possession of State, local, and Federal agen-
cies including digital orthophotos, and
shoreline, elevation, and bathymetric data.

(2) PROVISION OF DATA BY OTHER AGEN-
CIES.—The head of a Federal agency that pos-
sesses data referred to in paragraph (1) shall,
upon request of the Secretary, promptly pro-
vide the data to the Secretary at no cost.

(3) ADDITIONAL DATA.—If the Secretary de-
termines that data necessary to carry out
the pilot project under this section do not
exist, the Secretary shall enter into an
agreement with the Director of the United
States Geological Survey under which the
Director shall obtain, in cooperation with
other Federal agencies, as appropriate, and
provide to the Secretary the data required to
carry out this section.

(4) DATA STANDARDS.—All data used or cre-
ated to carry out this section shall comply
with—

(A) the National Spatial Data Infrastruc-
ture established by Executive Order 12906 (59
Fed. Reg. 17671 (April 13, 1994)); and

(B) any other standards established by the
Federal Geographic Data Committee estab-
lished by Office of Management and Budget
Circular A–16.

(c) DIGITAL MAPS NOT CONTROLLING.—Any
determination as to whether a location is in-
side or outside the System shall be made
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without regard to the digital maps created
under this section.

(d) REPORT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years

after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works of the Senate
and the Committee on Resources of the
House of Representatives a report that de-
scribes the results of the pilot project and
the feasibility, data needs, and costs of com-
pleting digital maps for the entire System.

(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall include a
description of—

(A) the cooperative agreements that would
be necessary to complete digital mapping of
the entire System;

(B) the extent to which the data necessary
to complete digital mapping of the entire
System are available;

(C) the need for additional data to com-
plete digital mapping of the entire System;

(D) the extent to which the boundary lines
on the digital maps differ from the boundary
lines on the original maps; and

(E) the amount of funding necessary to
complete digital mapping of the entire Sys-
tem.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary to carry out this section $500,000
for each of fiscal years 2002 through 2004.
SEC. 7. ECONOMIC ASSESSMENT OF JOHN H.

CHAFEE COASTAL BARRIER RE-
SOURCES SYSTEM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of the Interior shall submit to the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate and the Committee on
Resources of the House of Representatives an
economic assessment of the John H. Chafee
Coastal Barrier Resources System.

(b) REQUIRED ELEMENTS.—The assessment
shall consider the impact on Federal expend-
itures of the Coastal Barrier Resources Act
(16 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), including impacts re-
sulting from the avoidance of Federal ex-
penditures for—

(1) disaster relief under the Robert T. Staf-
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.);

(2) the national flood insurance program
established under chapter 1 of the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4011 et
seq.); and

(3) development assistance for roads, pota-
ble water supplies, and wastewater infra-
structure.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, coastal barriers protect
coastal communities and important
aquatic fish and wildlife habitat from
the full force of wind, wave and tidal
energy. They are prone to shift and
move as a result of storm, tides and
currents. Despite their vulnerability,
these areas are attractive locations to
live and are popular vacation destina-
tions.

Congress approved the Coastal Bar-
riers Act in 1982 to protect these areas
by establishing a system of barrier
units that are not eligible for Federal
development assistance, most impor-
tantly, Federal flood insurance.

S. 1752 would reauthorize the Coastal
Barrier Resource System for 5 years. It
requires the Secretary of Interior to
undertake a pilot project to create dig-
ital maps of the system compatible
with geographic information systems,
and allows private landowners to vol-
untarily include property in the sys-
tem.

The bill is similar to H.R. 1431, which
passed the House by more than 300
votes in September of 1999. Unlike H.R.
1441, this bill does not contain any pro-
visions that amend the boundaries of
individual coastal barrier resource
units or otherwise protected areas.

S. 1752 extends and improves the au-
thorization for the Coastal Barrier Re-
sources Act. It encourages the protec-
tion of coastal habitat and coastal
communities at no cost to the Federal
Government. I strongly urge passage of
this important environmental legisla-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. I also rise in support of S. 1752,
the Coastal Barrier Resources Reau-
thorization Act. The amendments
agreed to in conference with the other
body improve upon similar legislation
passed by the House last year. Of note,
this legislation will finally codify the
guidelines for determining undeveloped
coastal barriers. This action is long
overdue and should help clarify future
determinations made by the Fish and
Wildlife Service.

I am also pleased with the provisions
in this legislation that would authorize
the voluntary donation of private un-
developed coastal barriers as additions
to the Coastal Barrier Resources Sys-
tem. I also believe the digital mapping
pilot program authorized by this bill is
a very important innovation and first
step towards modernizing all coastal
barrier maps and improving their accu-
racy. The Fish and Wildlife Service
should be encouraged to expedite the
completion of this pilot program.

This legislation is noncontroversial.
The Coastal Barrier Resources Act has
been effective at protecting both coast-
al resources and the taxpayer, and I
urge all Members to support this bill.

b 1300

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. HANSEN) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the Senate bill, S.
1752.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

PALMETTO BEND CONVEYANCE
ACT

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 1474) providing for conveyance
of the Palmetto Bend project to the
State of Texas.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 1474

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Palmetto
Bend Conveyance Act’’.
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:
(1) PROJECT.—the term ‘‘Project’’ means

the Palmetto Bend Reclamation Project in
the State of Texas authorized under Public
Law 90–562 (82 Stat. 999).

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(3) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the
State of Texas, acting through the Texas
Water Development Board or the Lavaca-
Navidad River Authority or both.
SEC. 3. CONVEYANCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, as
soon as practicable after the date of enact-
ment of this Act and in accordance with all
applicable law, and subject to the conditions
set forth in sections 4 and 5, convey to the
State all right, title and interest (excluding
the mineral estate) in and to the Project
held by the United States.

(b) REPORT.—If the conveyance under Sec-
tion 3 has not been completed within 1 year
and 180 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, the Secretary shall submit to the
Committee on Resources of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate a
report that describes—

(1) the status of the conveyance;
(2) any obstacles to completion of the con-

veyance; and
(3) the anticipated date for completion of

the conveyance.
SEC. 4. PAYMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of the con-
veyance, the State shall pay the Secretary
the adjusted net present value of current re-
payment obligations on the Project, cal-
culated 30 days prior to closing using a dis-
count rate equal to the average interest rate
on 30-year United States Treasury notes dur-
ing the proceeding calendar month, which
following application of the State’s August 1,
1999 payment, was, as of October 1999, cal-
culated to be $45,082,675 using a discount rate
of 6.070 percent. The State shall also pay in-
terest on the adjusted net present value of
current repayment obligations from the date
of the State’s most recent annual payment
until closing at the interest rate for con-
stant maturity United States Treasury notes
of an equivalent term.

(b) OBLIGATION EXTINGUISHED.—Upon pay-
ment by the State under subsection (a), the
obligation of the State and the Bureau of
Reclamation under the Bureau of Reclama-
tion Contract No. 14–06–500–1880, as amended
shall be extinguished. After completion of
conveyance provided for in Section 3, the
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State shall assume full responsibility for all
aspects of operation, maintenance and re-
placement of the Project.

(c) ADDITIONAL COSTS.—The State shall
bear the cost of all boundary surveys, title
searches, appraisals, and other transaction
costs for the conveyance.

(d) RECLAMATION FUND.—All funds paid by
the State to the Secretary under this section
shall be credited to the Reclamation Fund in
the Treasury of the United States.
SEC. 5. FUTURE MANAGEMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of the con-
veyance under section 3, the State shall
agree that the lands, water, and facilities of
the Project shall continue to be managed
and operated for the purposes for which the
Project was originally authorized; that is, to
provide a dependable municipal and indus-
trial water supply, to conserve and develop
fish and wildlife resources, and to enhance
recreational opportunities. In future man-
agement of the Project, the State shall, con-
sistent with other project purposes and the
provision of dependable municipal and indus-
trial water supply:

(1) provide full public access to the
Project’s lands, subject to reasonable restric-
tions for purposes of Project security, public
safety, and natural resource protection;

(2) not sell or otherwise dispose of the
lands conveyed under Section 3;

(3) prohibit private or exclusive uses of
lands conveyed under Section 3;

(4) maintain and manage the Project’s fish
and wildlife resource and habitat for the ben-
efit and enhancement of those resources;

(5) maintain and manage the Project’s ex-
isting recreational facilities and assets, in-
cluding open space, for the benefit of the
general public;

(6) not charge the public recreational use
fees that are more than is customary and
reasonable.

(b) FISH, WILDLIFE, AND RECREATION MAN-
AGEMENT.—As a condition of conveyance
under Section 3, management decisions and
actions affecting the public aspects of the
Project (namely, fish, wildlife, and recre-
ation resources) shall be conducted accord-
ing to a management agreement between all
recipients of title to the Project and the
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department that
has been approved by the Secretary and shall
extend for the useful life of the Project.

(c) EXISTING OBLIGATIONS.—The United
States shall assign to the State and the
State shall accept all surface use obligations
of the United States associated with the
Project existing on the date of the convey-
ance including contracts, easements, and
any permits or license agreements.
SEC. 6. MANAGEMENT OF MINERAL ESTATE.

All mineral interests in the Project re-
tained by the United States shall be man-
aged consistent with Federal Law and in a
manner that will not interfere with the pur-
poses for which the Project was authorized.
SEC. 7. LIABILITY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Effective on the date of
conveyance of the Project, the United States
shall be liable for damages of any kind aris-
ing out of any act, omission, or occurrence
relating to the Project, except for damages
caused by acts of negligence committed prior
to the date of conveyance by—

(1) the United States; or
(2) an employee, agent, or contractor of the

United States.
(b) NO INCREASE IN LIABILITY.—Nothing in

this Act increases the liability of the United
States beyond that provided for in the Fed-
eral Tort Claims Act, (28 U.S.C. 2671 et seq.).
SEC. 8. FUTURE BENEFITS.

(a) DEAUTHORIZATION.—Effective on the
date of conveyance of the Project, the
Project conveyed under this Act shall be de-
authorized.

(b) NO RECLAMATION BENEFITS.—After de-
authorization of the Project under sub-
section (a), the State shall not be entitled to
receive any benefits for the Project under
Federal reclamation law (the Act of June 17,
1902 (32 Stat. 388, chapter 1093), and Acts sup-
plemental to and amendatory of that Act (43
U.S.C. 371 et seq.).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, for the last 6 years, the
Subcommittee on Water and Power has
pursued legislation to shrink the size
and scope of the Federal Government
through the defederalization of Bureau
of Reclamation assets.

S. 1474 continues the defederalization
process by directing the Secretary of
Interior to convey as soon as prac-
ticable after the date of enactment to
the State of Texas, acting through the
Texas Water Development Board of the
Lavaca-Navidad River, the Palmetto
Bend Reclamation Project.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote aye on this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill
is to provide for the conveyance of the
Palmetto Bend Project to the State of
Texas. This legislation includes a list
of six specific management measures
the State of Texas must undertake as a
condition of the conveyance. Specific
conditions relating to fish, wildlife,
and recreation management and exist-
ing obligations are detailed in the bill.
These provisions in S. 1474 provide an
important statutory foundation to as-
sure protection of the public aspects of
this project.

We have no objections to the enact-
ment of S. 1474.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, Lake Texana (The
Palmetto Bend Project), is located in my con-
gressional district near Edna in the Texas Gulf
Coast area about midway between Corpus
Christi and Houston. Lake Texana supplies
roughly 75,000 acre/feet per year of municipal
and industrial water to a large multicounty
area of Texas. The Lake Texana water is di-
rectly responsible for creating over 3,000 jobs
in the cities of Edna and Victoria, Texas and
water sales from the project make it financially
self-sufficient.

S. 1474 merely facilitates the early payment
of the project’s construction costs (discounted,
of course, by the amount of interest no longer
due as a consequence of early payment) and
transfers title of the Palmetto Bend Project to
the Texas state authorities. Both the Lavaca
Navidad River Authority and Texas Water De-
velopment Board concur that an early buy-out
and title transfer is extremely beneficial to the
economic and operational well-being of the
project as well as the Lake Texana water
users. The Texas Legislature and Governor

George W. Bush have both formally supported
the early payment and title transfer.

This bill will save Lake Texana water users
as much as $1 million per year as well as pro-
vide an immediate infusion of millions of dol-
lars to the national treasury. Additionally, all li-
ability associated with this water project are,
under my legislation, assumed by the state of
Texas thus further relieving the financial bur-
den of the federal government.

Texas has already demonstrated sound
management of this resource. Recreational
use of the lake has been well-provided under
Texas state management to include provision
of a marina, pavilion, playground, and boating
docks, all funded without federal money. A
woodland bird sanctuary and wildlife viewing
area will also be established upon transfer
with the assistance of the Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department and several environmental
organizations.

My thanks go to members and staff of both
the Resources committee and the sub-
committee on Energy and Water for their con-
tinued assistance with this bill as well as Sen-
ator HUTCHISON and her staff for working with
me to move our bill in the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, I respectfully request my col-
league’s support for S. 1474 as passed by the
Senate.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 1474.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

RECOGNIZING LIBERTY MEMORIAL
IN KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI, AS
NATIONAL WORLD WAR I SYM-
BOL

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and concur in the
Senate concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 114) recognizing the Liberty Me-
morial in Kansas City, Missouri, as a
national World War I symbol honoring
those who defended liberty and our
country through service in World War
I.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. CON. RES. 114

Whereas over 4 million Americans served
in World War I, however, there is no nation-
ally recognized symbol honoring the service
of such Americans;

Whereas in 1919, citizens of Kansas City ex-
pressed an outpouring of support, raising
over $2,000,000 in 2 weeks, which was a fund-
raising accomplishment unparalleled by any
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other city in the United States irrespective
of population;

Whereas on November 1, 1921, the monu-
ment site was dedicated marking the only
time in history that the 5 Allied military
leaders (Lieutenant General Baron Jacques
of Belgium, General Armando Diaz of Italy,
Marshal Ferdinand Foch of France, General
John J. Pershing of the United States, and
Admiral Lord Earl Beatty of Great Britain)
were together at one place;

Whereas during a solemn ceremony on Ar-
mistice Day in 1924, President Calvin Coo-
lidge marked the beginning of a 3-year con-
struction project by the laying of the corner-
stone of the Liberty Memorial;

Whereas the 217-foot Memorial Tower
topped with 4 stone ‘‘Guardian Spirits’’ rep-
resenting courage, honor, patriotism, and
sacrifice, rises above the observation deck,
making the Liberty Memorial a noble trib-
ute to all who served;

Whereas during a rededication of the Lib-
erty Memorial in 1961, former Presidents
Harry S. Truman and Dwight D. Eisenhower
recognized the memorial as a constant re-
minder of the sacrifices during World War I
and the progress that followed;

Whereas the Liberty Memorial is the only
public museum in the United States specifi-
cally dedicated to the history of World War
I; and

Whereas the Liberty Memorial is inter-
nationally known as a major center of World
War I remembrance: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the Liberty Me-
morial in Kansas City, Missouri, is recog-
nized as a national World War I symbol, hon-
oring those who defended liberty and our
country through service in World War I.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, Senate Concurrent Res-
olution 114 recognizes the Liberty Me-
morial in Kansas City, Missouri, as a
national World War I symbol honoring
those who defended liberty and our
country through service in World War
I. The Liberty Memorial, established in
1924 by President Calvin Coolidge, is
the only public museum specifically
dedicated to those who served in World
War I.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support S. Con. Res. 114.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this concurrent resolu-
tion would recognize the Liberty Me-
morial in Kansas City, Missouri, as a
national World War I symbol honoring
those who defended liberty and our
country through service in World War
I.

Begun in 1919 and completed in 1927,
the Liberty Memorial is a magnificent
monument and serves as the only pub-
lic museum in America dedicated to
the First World War.

The Memorial has hosted many dis-
tinguished visitors. The dedication

ceremony for the site marks the only
time in history all 5 allied military
commanders from World War I were
ever in the same place. President Cal-
vin Coolidge laid the cornerstone for
the site in 1924; and the Memorial was
rededicated by Presidents Truman and
Eisenhower in 1961.

World War I was obviously one of the
turning points in American and world
history. Formal recognition of this me-
morial as a symbol of the sacrifice and
dedication of the more than 4 million
Americans who served in that great
war is appropriate. We urge our col-
leagues to approve this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
concur in the Senate concurrent reso-
lution, S. Con. Res. 114.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

REVIEW OF COSTS OF HIGH ALTI-
TUDE RECOVERIES IN DENALI
NATIONAL PARK, ALASKA

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 698) to review the suitability
and feasibility of recovering costs of
high altitude rescues at Denali Na-
tional Park and Preserve in the State
of Alaska, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 698

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That no later than nine
months after the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of the Interior (hereinafter re-
ferred to as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall complete
a report on the suitability and feasibility of
recovering the costs of high altitude rescues
on Mt. McKinley, within Denali National
Park and Preserve. The Secretary shall also
report on the suitability and feasibility of
requiring climbers to provide proof of med-
ical insurance prior to the issuance of a
climbing permit by the National Park Serv-
ice. The report shall also review the amount
of fees charged for a climbing permit and
make such recommendations for changing
the fee structure as the Secretary deems ap-
propriate. Upon completion, the report shall
be submitted to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources of the Senate, and the
Committee on Resources of the House of
Representatives.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from

Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, S. 698 requires the Sec-
retary of Interior to examine the suit-
ability and feasibility of recovering the
costs of high altitude rescues within
the Denali National Park and requiring
proof of medical insurance for climbing
permits.

Every year over a thousand climbers
attempt Mt. McKinley in Denali Na-
tional Park. Climbing the continent’s
highest peak is extremely dangerous
and has involved deaths and daring
search and rescue missions.

As a result, Denali accounts for near-
ly a third of the total costs of rescue
activities in the entire park system. In
1998, over $220,000 was spent on one dan-
gerous rescue mission involving six
climbers who ignored the Park Serv-
ice’s advice against climbing that
mountain.

Given the exceptional costs and
risks, many taxpayers believe there
should be a way to reimburse the Park
Service for rescues.

Basically, the report required under
S. 698 will look at a type of insurance
policy for the taxpayer against the risk
incurred in an inherently dangerous ac-
tivity. Under S. 698, no permitting re-
quirements will be imposed unless a fu-
ture Congress decides, based on the
findings of the Secretary, that it is ap-
propriate.

This is not a controversial bill, and I
urge its passage.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S.
698, a bill to direct the Secretary of the
Interior to do a study related to high
altitude rescues of climbers on Mt.
McKinley within the Denali National
Park in Alaska.

This Senate bill has not had a hear-
ing nor a markup in the Committee on
Resources. But since it only requires a
report on the subject matter, I am not
aware of any major controversy or op-
position to the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 698.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX and the Chair’s
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prior announcement, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

NATIONAL LAW ENFORCEMENT
MUSEUM ACT

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 1438) to establish the National
Law Enforcement Museum on Federal
land in the District of Columbia.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 1438

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National
Law Enforcement Museum Act’’.
SEC. 2. FINDING.

Congress finds that there should be estab-
lished a National Law Enforcement Museum
to honor and commemorate the service and
sacrifice of law enforcement officers in the
United States.
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:
(1) MEMORIAL FUND.—The term ‘‘Memorial

Fund’’ means the National Law Enforcement
Officers Memorial Fund, Inc.

(2) MUSEUM.—The term ‘‘Museum’’ means
the National Law Enforcement Museum es-
tablished under section 4(a).

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.
SEC. 4. NATIONAL LAW ENFORCEMENT MUSEUM.

(a) CONSTRUCTION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Memorial Fund may

construct a National Law Enforcement Mu-
seum on Federal land located on United
States Reservation #7, on the property
bounded by—

(A) the National Law Enforcement Officers
Memorial on the north;

(B) the United States Court of Appeals for
the Armed Forces on the west;

(C) Court Building C on the east; and
(D) Old City Hall on the south.
(2) UNDERGROUND FACILITY.—The Memorial

Fund shall be permitted to construct part of
the Museum underground below E Street,
NW.

(3) CONSULTATION.—The Museum Fund
shall consult with and coordinate with the
Joint Committee on Administration of the
District of Columbia courts in the planning,
design, and construction of the Museum.

(b) DESIGN AND PLANS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out subsection

(a), the Memorial Fund shall be responsible
for preparation of the design and plans for
the Museum.

(2) APPROVAL.—The design and plans for
the Museum shall be subject to the approval
of—

(A) the Secretary;
(B) the Commission of Fine Arts; and
(C) the National Capital Planning Commis-

sion.
(3) DESIGN REQUIREMENTS.—The Museum

shall be designed so that—
(A) there is available for underground

planned use by the courts of the District of
Columbia for renovation and expansion of
Old City Hall—

(i) an area extending to a line that is at
least 57 feet, 6 inches, north of the northern-
most facade of Old City Hall and parallel to
that facade; plus

(ii) an area extending beyond that line and
comprising a part of a circle with a radius of

40 feet measured from a point that is 59 feet,
9 inches, from the center of that facade;

(B) the underground portion of the Mu-
seum has a footprint of not less than 23,665
square feet;

(C) above ground, there is a no-build zone
of 90 feet out from the northernmost face of
the north portico of the existing Old City
Hall running east to west parallel to Old
City Hall;

(D) the aboveground portion of the Mu-
seum consists of 2 entrance pavilions total-
ing a maximum of 10,000 square feet, neither
of which shall exceed 6,000 square feet and
the height of neither of which shall exceed 25
feet, as measured from the curb of the west-
ernmost pavilion; and

(E) no portion of the aboveground portion
of the Museum is located within the 100-foot-
wide area centered on the north-south axis of
the Old City Hall.

(4) PARKING.—The courts of the District of
Columbia and the United States Court of Ap-
peals for the Armed Forces may construct an
underground parking structure in the south-
west quadrant of United States Reservation
#7.

(c) OPERATION AND USE.—The Memorial
Fund shall own, operate, and maintain the
Museum after completion of construction.

(d) FEDERAL SHARE.—The United States
shall pay no expense incurred in the estab-
lishment or construction of the Museum.

(e) FUNDING VERIFICATION.—The Secretary
shall not permit construction of the Museum
to begin unless the Secretary determines
that sufficient amounts are available to
complete construction of the Museum in ac-
cordance with the design and plans approved
under subsection (b).

(f) FAILURE TO CONSTRUCT.—If the Memo-
rial Fund fails to begin construction of the
Museum by the date that is 10 years after the
date of enactment of this Act, the authority
to construct the Museum shall terminate on
that date.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, first of all, I would like
to thank my esteemed colleague from
Colorado, Senator BEN NIGHTHORSE
CAMPBELL, for his hard work on this
important piece of legislation. Rec-
ognition should also go to the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY) for
his efforts on a companion House bill.
Both of these men are to be congratu-
lated for constructing a commendable
piece of legislation which honors our
law enforcement officers.

Specifically, S. 1438 would establish a
National Law Enforcement Museum
adjacent to the National Law Enforce-
ment Officers Memorial in the District
of Columbia. This museum would be
the most comprehensive law enforce-
ment museum and research facility in
the world. The museum assists the
public’s understanding of the law en-
forcement profession, as well as in-
creases public awareness and apprecia-
tion for the great personal risks law
enforcement officers encounter on the
job. All funds to construct the museum
would come from private donations and

would be the responsibility of the Na-
tional Law Enforcement Memorial
Fund, Incorporated.

This is a good piece of legislation
that will help honor our Nation’s de-
serving law enforcement officers.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support S. 1438.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S.
1438. Our Nation’s law enforcement of-
ficers are truly deserving of a memo-
rial. The National Law Enforcement
Officers Memorial is a powerful and
poignant reminder of the importance of
the service provided by the men and
women who serve in law enforcement
and the risks that such a career can en-
tail.

This legislation would authorize a
private entity to construct and operate
a museum adjacent to the existing me-
morial.

The site for this museum is currently
controlled by the District of Columbia
and is bounded on all sides by other
Federal buildings. As a result, con-
struction of this facility will be com-
plicated, and we have all been con-
cerned that the language in this legis-
lation fails to deal with these com-
plications adequately. However, we do
support this museum in concept, and it
appears this legislation is the best
product we can achieve at this time.

Mr. Speaker, we look forward to
working with our colleagues to make
this museum a reality and urge adop-
tion of S. 1438.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, as a
cosponsor of the companion House legislation,
I rise in support of S. 1438, to authorize the
National Law Enforcement Officers Memorial
Fund to establish the National Law Enforce-
ment Museum on Federal land in Washington,
D.C.

This bill would build on the foundation laid
by Public Law 98–534, which authorized the
National Law Enforcement Officers Memorial.
That memorial was dedicated in 1991. The
memorial was built on Federal property in the
District of Columbia by the National Law En-
forcement Officers Memorial Fund (Memorial
Fund), a non-profit organization. The site is
highlighted by the names of more than 15,000
Federal, State, and local law enforcement offi-
cers who have died in the line of duty.

The Memorial Fund desires to build a facility
to serve as the most comprehensive law en-
forcement museum and research facility any-
where in the world, and which would be the
premiere source of information on issues re-
lated to law enforcement history and safety.
The museum is intended to complement the
existing National Law Enforcement Officers
Memorial, and is proposed to be located di-
rectly across the street.

Just as the existing memorial reminds us all
of the bravery and dedication of our nation’s
law-enforcement officers, the museum would
help to improve public understanding and sup-
port for the law enforcement profession. In ad-
dition, its research component would serve as
a tool for policy makers and law enforcement
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trainers in their efforts to make the profession
safer and more effective.

S. 1438 authorizes the Memorial Fund to
construct the Museum on Federal property
that was transferred to the District of Columbia
in 1970 for municipal purposes. The property
is located on E Street between 4th and 5th
Streets, NW, and is currently used as a park-
ing lot for the District of Columbia Courts. All
funds used in the construction of the Museum
will come from private donations.

S. 1438 was introduced by Colorado’s sen-
ior Senator, Senator CAMPBELL, and the
House companion bill was introduced by Rep-
resentative HEFLEY. The Resources Com-
mittee has approved the House bill. I urge the
House to send the Senate bill to the President
for signing into law.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 1438.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

AUTHORIZING RELOCATION OF
HOME OF ALEXANDER HAMILTON

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5478) to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to acquire by donation
suitable land to serve as the new loca-
tion for the home of Alexander Ham-
ilton, commonly known as the Ham-
ilton Grange, and to authorize the relo-
cation of the Hamilton Grange to the
acquired land.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 5478

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. RELOCATION AND PRESERVATION OF

THE HAMILTON GRANGE IN NEW
YORK CITY.

Section 2 of Public Law 87–438, as amended
by Public Law 100–701; 102 Stat. 4640; 16
U.S.C. 431 note) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—’’ before
‘‘The Secretary of the Interior’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘‘(b) RELOCATION OF HAMILTON GRANGE.—
The Secretary is authorized to acquire by do-
nation from the City of New York, New
York, a parcel of land or suitable interests in
such land, not to exceed one acre, to serve as
the new location for the home of Alexander
Hamilton, commonly known as the Hamilton
Grange, and to relocate the Hamilton Grange
to such land. The acquired land or interests

in land shall be in close proximity to the
original location of Hamilton Grange and
shall be added to and administered as part of
the memorial.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5478 authorizes the
Secretary of the Interior to acquire by
donation suitable land to serve as the
new location for the home of Alexander
Hamilton. The home is commonly
known as the Hamilton Grange.

The bill would also authorize the re-
location of the Hamilton Grange to the
land acquired. Located in New York
City, the Hamilton Grange was dedi-
cated in 1962. The home, at its current
location, is bordered by high-rise build-
ings and is not a suitable location. The
City of New York has agreed to donate
approximately one acre of land in a
small park directly across the street so
that the Hamilton home can be moved
to a more suitable location.

This bill will protect an important
part of early American historical re-
sources, and I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 5478.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join my
colleague, the gentleman from Utah
(Chairman HANSEN), in supporting H.R.
5478.

This bill would authorize the Na-
tional Park Service to move the Ham-
ilton Grange National Memorial from
its current location to a nearby city
park. The legislation authorizes the
Park Service to accept up to one acre
of the park as a donation from the City
of New York.

Commissioned in the late 1700s and
completed in 1802, the Hamilton
Grange served as Alexander Hamilton’s
home until his death. The Grange,
named after Hamilton’s ancestral home
in Scotland, is the only home he ever
owned.

Unfortunately, the Park Service was
forced to close the Grange due to its
deteriorating condition. The site was
recently reopened on a limited basis
after desperately needed repairs. How-
ever, in order for the home to be fully
appreciated as it appeared in Hamil-
ton’s day, it must be moved from its
present location to the nearby park.
Such a move is included in the General
Management Plan for the site and the
City of New York, the National Park
Service, local community boards,
churches, civic associations, preserva-
tionists and other relevant govern-
mental agencies have all expressed
their support for this plan.

We, in the Virgin Islands, are proud
that we are able to honor Alexander

Hamilton in this way, who grew up in
my island of St. Croix.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the distin-
guished gentleman from New York (Mr.
RANGEL) for this bill, and I urge our
colleagues to approve H.R. 5478.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 5478.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

b 1315

CALIFORNIA TRAIL INTERPRETIVE
ACT

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 2749) to establish the California
Trail Interpretive Center in Elko, Ne-
vada, to facilitate the interpretation of
the history of development and use of
trails in the settling of the western
portion of the United States, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 2749

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

TITLE I—CALIFORNIA TRAIL
INTERPRETIVE CENTER

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘California

Trail Interpretive Act’’.
SEC. 102. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—
(1) the nineteenth-century westward move-

ment in the United States over the Cali-
fornia National Historic Trail, which oc-
curred from 1840 until the completion of the
transcontinental railroad in 1869, was an im-
portant cultural and historical event in—

(A) the development of the western land of
the United States; and

(B) the prevention of colonization of the
west coast by Russia and the British Empire;

(2) the movement over the California Trail
was completed by over 300,000 settlers, many
of whom left records or stories of their jour-
neys; and

(3) additional recognition and interpreta-
tion of the movement over the California
Trail is appropriate in light of—

(A) the national scope of nineteenth-cen-
tury westward movement in the United
States; and

(B) the strong interest expressed by people
of the United States in understanding their
history and heritage.

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this title
are—
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(1) to recognize the California Trail, in-

cluding the Hastings Cutoff and the trail of
the ill-fated Donner-Reed Party, for its na-
tional, historical, and cultural significance;
and

(2) to provide the public with an interpre-
tive facility devoted to the vital role of
trails in the West in the development of the
United States.
SEC. 103. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:
(1) CALIFORNIA TRAIL.—The term ‘‘Cali-

fornia Trail’’ means the California National
Historic Trail, established under section
5(a)(18) of the National Trails System Act (16
U.S.C. 1244(a)(18)).

(2) CENTER.—The term ‘‘Center’’ means the
California Trail Interpretive Center estab-
lished under section 104(a).

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting
through the Director of the Bureau of Land
Management.

(4) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the
State of Nevada.
SEC. 104. CALIFORNIA TRAIL INTERPRETIVE CEN-

TER.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—In furtherance of the pur-

poses of section 7(c) of the National Trails
System Act (16 U.S.C. 1246(c)), the Secretary
may establish an interpretation center to be
known as the ‘‘California Trail Interpretive
Center’’, near the city of Elko, Nevada.

(2) PURPOSE.—The Center shall be estab-
lished for the purpose of interpreting the his-
tory of development and use of the California
Trail in the settling of the West.

(b) MASTER PLAN STUDY.—To carry out
subsection (a), the Secretary shall—

(1) consider the findings of the master plan
study for the California Trail Interpretive
Center in Elko, Nevada, as authorized by
page 15 of Senate Report 106–99; and

(2) initiate a plan for the development of
the Center that includes—

(A) a detailed description of the design of
the Center;

(B) a description of the site on which the
Center is to be located;

(C) a description of the method and esti-
mated cost of acquisition of the site on
which the Center is to be located;

(D) the estimated cost of construction of
the Center;

(E) the cost of operation and maintenance
of the Center; and

(F) a description of the manner and extent
to which non-Federal entities shall partici-
pate in the acquisition and construction of
the Center.

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—To carry out sub-
section (a), the Secretary may—

(1) acquire land and interests in land for
the construction of the Center by—

(A) donation;
(B) purchase with donated or appropriated

funds; or
(C) exchange;
(2) provide for local review of and input

concerning the development and operation of
the Center by the Advisory Board for the Na-
tional Historic California Emigrant Trails
Interpretive Center of the city of Elko, Ne-
vada;

(3) periodically prepare a budget and fund-
ing request that allows a Federal agency to
carry out the maintenance and operation of
the Center;

(4) enter into a cooperative agreement
with—

(A) the State, to provide assistance in—
(i) removal of snow from roads;
(ii) rescue, firefighting, and law enforce-

ment services; and
(iii) coordination of activities of nearby

law enforcement and firefighting depart-
ments or agencies; and

(B) a Federal, State, or local agency to de-
velop or operate facilities and services to
carry out this title; and

(5) notwithstanding any other provision of
law, accept donations of funds, property, or
services from an individual, foundation, cor-
poration, or public entity to provide a serv-
ice or facility that is consistent with this
title, as determined by the Secretary, includ-
ing 1-time contributions for the Center (to be
payable during construction funding periods
for the Center after the date of enactment of
this Act) from—

(A) the State, in the amount of $3,000,000;
(B) Elko County, Nevada, in the amount of

$1,000,000; and
(C) the city of Elko, Nevada, in the amount

of $2,000,000.
SEC. 105. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this title $12,000,000.
TITLE II—CONVEYANCE OF NATIONAL

FOREST SYSTEM LANDS FOR EDU-
CATIONAL PURPOSES

SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Education

Land Grant Act’’.
SEC. 202. CONVEYANCE OF NATIONAL FOREST

SYSTEM LANDS FOR EDUCATIONAL
PURPOSES.

(a) AUTHORITY TO CONVEY.—Upon written
application, the Secretary of Agriculture
may convey National Forest System lands to
a public school district for use for edu-
cational purposes if the Secretary deter-
mines that—

(1) the public school district seeking the
conveyance will use the conveyed land for a
public or publicly funded elementary or sec-
ondary school, to provide grounds or facili-
ties related to such a school, or for both pur-
poses;

(2) the conveyance will serve the public in-
terest;

(3) the land to be conveyed is not otherwise
needed for the purposes of the National For-
est System;

(4) the total acreage to be conveyed does
not exceed the amount reasonably necessary
for the proposed use;

(5) the land is to be used for an established
or proposed project that is described in de-
tail in the application to the Secretary, and
the conveyance would serve public objectives
(either locally or at large) that outweigh the
objectives and values which would be served
by maintaining such land in Federal owner-
ship;

(6) the applicant is financially and other-
wise capable of implementing the proposed
project;

(7) the land to be conveyed has been identi-
fied for disposal in an applicable land and re-
source management plan under the Forest
and Rangeland Renewable Resources Plan-
ning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1600 et seq.); and

(8) an opportunity for public participation
in a disposal under this section has been pro-
vided, including at least one public hearing
or meeting, to provide for public comments.

(b) ACREAGE LIMITATION.—A conveyance
under this section may not exceed 80 acres.
However, this limitation shall not be con-
strued to preclude an entity from submitting
a subsequent application under this section
for an additional land conveyance if the enti-
ty can demonstrate to the Secretary a need
for additional land.

(c) COSTS AND MINERAL RIGHTS.—(1) A con-
veyance under this section shall be for a
nominal cost. The conveyance may not in-
clude the transfer of mineral or water rights.

(2) If necessary, the exact acreage and legal
description of the real property conveyed
under this title shall be determined by a sur-
vey satisfactory to the Secretary and the ap-
plicant. The cost of the survey shall be borne
by the applicant.

(d) REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.—When the
Secretary receives an application under this
section, the Secretary shall—

(1) before the end of the 14-day period be-
ginning on the date of the receipt of the ap-
plication, provide notice of that receipt to
the applicant; and

(2) before the end of the 120-day period be-
ginning on that date—

(A) make a final determination whether or
not to convey land pursuant to the applica-
tion, and notify the applicant of that deter-
mination; or

(B) submit written notice to the applicant
containing the reasons why a final deter-
mination has not been made.

(e) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—If, at any
time after lands are conveyed pursuant to
this section, the entity to whom the lands
were conveyed attempts to transfer title to
or control over the lands to another or the
lands are devoted to a use other than the use
for which the lands were conveyed, title to
the lands shall revert to the United States.

TITLE III—GOLDEN SPIKE/CROSSROADS
OF THE WEST NATIONAL HERITAGE
AREA STUDY AREA AND THE CROSS-
ROADS OF THE WEST HISTORIC DIS-
TRICT

SEC. 301. AUTHORIZATION OF STUDY.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this
section:

(1) GOLDEN SPIKE RAIL STUDY.—The term
‘‘Golden Spike Rail Study’’ means the Gold-
en Spike Rail Feasibility Study, Reconnais-
sance Survey, Ogden, Utah to Golden Spike
National Historic Site’’, National Park Serv-
ice, 1993.

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(3) STUDY AREA.—The term ‘‘Study Area’’
means the Golden Spike/Crossroads of the
West National Heritage Area Study Area,
the boundaries of which are described in sub-
section (d).

(b) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct a study of the Study Area which in-
cludes analysis and documentation necessary
to determine whether the Study Area—

(1) has an assemblage of natural, historic,
and cultural resources that together rep-
resent distinctive aspects of American herit-
age worthy of recognition, conservation, in-
terpretation, and continuing use, and are
best managed through partnerships among
public and private entities;

(2) reflects traditions, customs, beliefs, and
folk-life that are a valuable part of the na-
tional story;

(3) provides outstanding opportunities to
conserve natural, historic, cultural, or scenic
features;

(4) provides outstanding recreational and
educational opportunities;

(5) contains resources important to the
identified theme or themes of the Study
Area that retain a degree of integrity capa-
ble of supporting interpretation;

(6) includes residents, business interests,
nonprofit organizations, and local and State
governments who have demonstrated support
for the concept of a National Heritage Area;
and

(7) has a potential management entity to
work in partnership with residents, business
interests, nonprofit organizations, and local
and State governments to develop a National
Heritage Area consistent with continued
local and State economic activity.

(c) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the
study, the Secretary shall—

(1) consult with the State Historic Preser-
vation Officer, State Historical Society, and
other appropriate organizations; and

(2) use previously completed materials, in-
cluding the Golden Spike Rail Study.
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(d) BOUNDARIES OF STUDY AREA.—The

Study Area shall be comprised of sites relat-
ing to completion of the first trans-
continental railroad in the State of Utah,
concentrating on those areas identified on
the map included in the Golden Spike Rail
Study.

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 3 fiscal years
after funds are first made available to carry
out this section, the Secretary shall submit
to the Committee on Resources of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate
a report on the findings and conclusions of
the study and recommendations based upon
those findings and conclusions.

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the Secretary such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out the provisions of this sec-
tion.
SEC. 302. CROSSROADS OF THE WEST HISTORIC

DISTRICT.
(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section

are—
(1) to preserve and interpret, for the edu-

cational and inspirational benefit of the pub-
lic, the contribution to our national heritage
of certain historic and cultural lands and
edifices of the Crossroads of the West His-
toric District; and

(2) to enhance cultural and compatible eco-
nomic redevelopment within the District.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this
section:

(1) DISTRICT.—The term ‘‘District’’ means
the Crossroads of the West Historic District
established by subsection (c).

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(3) HISTORIC INFRASTRUCTURE.—The term
‘‘historic infrastructure’’ means the Dis-
trict’s historic buildings and any other
structure that the Secretary determines to
be eligible for listing on the National Reg-
ister of Historic Places.

(c) CROSSROADS OF THE WEST HISTORIC DIS-
TRICT.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
the Crossroads of the West Historic District
in the city of Ogden, Utah.

(2) BOUNDARIES.—The boundaries of the
District shall be the boundaries depicted on
the map entitled ‘‘Crossroads of the West
Historic District’’, numbered OGGO-20,000,
and dated March 22, 2000. The map shall be
on file and available for public inspection in
the appropriate offices of the Department of
the Interior.

(d) DEVELOPMENT PLAN.—The Secretary
may make grants and enter into cooperative
agreements with the State of Utah, local
governments, and nonprofit entities under
which the Secretary agrees to pay not more
than 50 percent of the costs of—

(1) preparation of a plan for the develop-
ment of historic, architectural, natural, cul-
tural, and interpretive resources within the
District;

(2) implementation of projects approved by
the Secretary under the development plan
described in paragraph (1); and

(3) an analysis assessing measures that
could be taken to encourage economic devel-
opment and revitalization within the Dis-
trict in a manner consistent with the Dis-
trict’s historic character.

(e) RESTORATION, PRESERVATION, AND IN-
TERPRETATION OF PROPERTIES.—

(1) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary may enter into cooperative agree-
ments with the State of Utah, local govern-
ments, and nonprofit entities owning prop-
erty within the District under which the
Secretary may—

(A) pay not more than 50 percent of the
cost of restoring, repairing, rehabilitating,
and improving historic infrastructure within
the District;

(B) provide technical assistance with re-
spect to the preservation and interpretation
of properties within the District; and

(C) mark and provide interpretation of
properties within the District.

(2) NON-FEDERAL CONTRIBUTIONS.—When de-
termining the cost of restoring, repairing,
rehabilitating, and improving historic infra-
structure within the District for the pur-
poses of paragraph (1)(A), the Secretary may
consider any donation of property, services,
or goods from a non-Federal source as a con-
tribution of funds from a non-Federal source.

(3) PROVISIONS.—A cooperative agreement
under paragraph (1) shall provide that—

(A) the Secretary shall have the right of
access at reasonable times to public portions
of the property for interpretive and other
purposes;

(B) no change or alteration may be made in
the property except with the agreement of
the property owner, the Secretary, and any
Federal agency that may have regulatory ju-
risdiction over the property; and

(C) any construction grant made under this
section shall be subject to an agreement that
provides—

(I) that conversion, use, or disposal of the
project so assisted for purposes contrary to
the purposes of this section shall result in a
right of the United States to compensation
from the beneficiary of the grant; and

(II) for a schedule for such compensation
based on the level of Federal investment and
the anticipated useful life of the project.

(4) APPLICATIONS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—A property owner that

desires to enter into a cooperative agree-
ment under paragraph (1) shall submit to the
Secretary an application describing how the
project proposed to be funded will further
the purposes of the management plan devel-
oped for the District.

(B) CONSIDERATION.—In making such funds
available under this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall give consideration to projects
that provide a greater leverage of Federal
funds.

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the Secretary to carry out this section not
more than $1,000,000 for any fiscal year and
not more than $5,000,000 total.

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill to es-
tablish the California Trail Interpretive Cen-
ter in Elko, Nevada, to facilitate the inter-
pretation of the history of development and
use of trails in the settling of the western
portion of the United States, and for other
purposes.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and
the gentlewoman from the Virgin Is-
lands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, S. 2749 would provide
for the establishment of an interpre-
tive center in Elko, Nevada. The center
would be dedicated to interpreting the
history of the development and use of
the California Trail in the settling of
the West.

This bill also contains a provision
that would help small Western commu-
nities that lack a suitable land base to
afford school facilities because they
are hemmed in by nontaxable govern-
ment lands. This bill would enable
these communities, under certain con-
ditions, to purchase parcels of land for

school facilities from the Forest Serv-
ice at a nominal cost. This will allow
many of the cash-strapped commu-
nities to build more adequate edu-
cation facilities for their children.

Another provision in this bill author-
izes a study assessing the feasibility of
establishing the Golden Spike/Cross-
roads of the West National Heritage
Area. It would also establish a Historic
District in Ogden, Utah, to preserve
and interpret historic features relating
to the convergence of the Interconti-
nental Railway. Preserving the herit-
age of our Nation’s railroads and their
influential role in our history is very
important for the American people.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to support S. 2749, with an
amendment.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, S. 2749 is a Senate-
passed measure, introduced by Senator
HARRY REID, that authorizes the Sec-
retary of the Interior, acting through
the Director of the Bureau of Land
Management, to plan, construct, and
operate a visitor center along the Cali-
fornia National Historic Trail near the
city of Elko, Nevada.

The administration supports S. 2749.
In addition, there is significant local
interest and support for the interpre-
tive center as well. It is our under-
standing that non-Federal funds total-
ing $6 million have already been com-
mitted to the project.

Mr. Speaker, the majority has also
added two extraneous bills to S. 2749.
The first is language from H.R. 150 re-
garding making land available for pub-
lic schools. The second is the House-
passed version of H.R. 2932 dealing with
the Golden Spike/Crossroads of the
West.

Mr. Speaker, we support this bill, and
we urge its passage.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Ne-
vada (Mr. GIBBONS), who also authored
companion legislation to this legisla-
tion.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
HANSEN), my friend and colleague, the
distinguished chairman of the Sub-
committee on Parks and Public Land;
and I want to thank the gentleman
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG), the chair-
man of the full committee, as well as
the gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER), the ranking member,
for allowing this bill to come to the
floor today.

The 19th century westward emigra-
tion on the California National His-
toric Trail, which occurred from 1840
until the completion of the Trans-
continental Railroad in 1869, was an
important cultural and historical era
in the settlement of the West. This in-
flux of settlers contributed to the de-
velopment of lands in the western
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United States by Americans and immi-
grants and to the prevention of col-
onization of the West Coast by Russia
and the British Empire. More than
300,000 settlers traveled the California
Trail and many documented their
amazing experiences in detailed jour-
nals. In Nevada, Elko County alone
contains over 435 miles of National His-
toric Trails.

Mr. Speaker, recognition and inter-
pretation of the pioneer experience on
the Trail is appropriate in light of
Americans’ strong interest in under-
standing our national and cultural her-
itage.

This act authorizes the planning,
construction, and operation of a visitor
center. The cooperative parties include
the State of Nevada, the Advisory
Board for the National Historic Cali-
fornia Emigrant Trails Interpretive
Center, Elko County and the City of
Elko, and the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, just to name a few.

This interpretive center will be lo-
cated near the city of Elko in the
northeastern part of Nevada. The loca-
tion is the junction of the California
Trail and the Hastings Cutoff.

Mr. Speaker, the ill-fated Reed-
Donner party spent an additional 31
days meandering over the so-called
Hastings Cutoff route; precious time
wasted that kept them from crossing
the Sierra Nevada before the deadly
winter of 1846 struck, taking most of
their lives.

This act will recognize the California
Trail, including the Hastings Cutoff,
for its national historical and cultural
significance through the construction
of an interpretive facility devoted to
the vital role of pioneer trails in the
West in the development of the United
States. I would ask the House to sup-
port this bill and pass Senate bill 2749.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 2749, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

ERIE CANALWAY NATIONAL
HERITAGE CORRIDOR ACT

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5375) to establish the Erie
Canalway National Heritage Corridor

in the State of New York, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 5375

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; DEFINITIONS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Erie Canalway National Heritage Cor-
ridor Act’’.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this
Act, the following definitions shall apply:

(1) ERIE CANALWAY.—The term ‘‘Erie
Canalway’’ means the 524 miles of navigable
canal that comprise the New York State
Canal System, including the Erie, Cayuga
and Seneca, Oswego, and Champlain Canals
and the historic alignments of these canals,
including the cities of Albany and Buffalo.

(2) CANALWAY PLAN.—The term ‘‘Canalway
Plan’’ means the comprehensive preserva-
tion and management plan for the Corridor
required under section 6.

(3) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission’’
means the Erie Canalway National Heritage
Corridor Commission established under sec-
tion 4.

(4) CORRIDOR.—The term ‘‘Corridor’’ means
the Erie Canalway National Heritage Cor-
ridor established under section 3.

(5) GOVERNOR.—The term ‘‘Governor’’
means the Governor of the State of New
York.

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) The year 2000 marks the 175th Anniver-
sary of New York State’s creation and stew-
ardship of the Erie Canalway for commerce,
transportation, and recreational purposes,
establishing the network which made New
York the ‘‘Empire State’’ and the Nation’s
premier commercial and financial center.

(2) The canals and adjacent areas that
comprise the Erie Canalway are a nationally
significant resource of historic and rec-
reational value, which merit Federal rec-
ognition and assistance.

(3) The Erie Canalway was instrumental in
the establishment of strong political and cul-
tural ties between New England, upstate
New York, and the old Northwest and facili-
tated the movement of ideas and people en-
suring that social reforms like the abolition
of slavery and the women’s rights movement
spread across upstate New York to the rest
of the country.

(4) The construction of the Erie Canalway
was considered a supreme engineering feat
and most American canals were modeled
after New York State’s canal.

(5) At the time of construction, the Erie
Canalway was the largest public works
project ever undertaken by a State, resulting
in the creation of critical transportation and
commercial routes to transport passengers
and goods.

(6) The Erie Canalway played a key role in
turning New York City into a major port and
New York State into the preeminent center
for commerce, industry, and finance in North
America and provided a permanent commer-
cial link between the Port of New York and
the cities of eastern Canada, a cornerstone of
the peaceful relationship between the two
countries.

(7) The Erie Canalway proved the depth
and force of American ingenuity, solidified a
national identity, and found an enduring
place in American legend, song, and art.

(8) There is national interest in the preser-
vation and interpretation of the Erie
Canalway’s important historical, natural,
cultural, and scenic resources.

(9) Partnerships among Federal, State, and
local governments and their regional enti-
ties, nonprofit organizations, and the private
sector offer the most effective opportunities
for the preservation and interpretation of
the Erie Canalway.

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act
are as follows:

(1) To designate the Erie Canalway Na-
tional Heritage Corridor.

(2) To provide for and assist in the identi-
fication, preservation, promotion, mainte-
nance and interpretation of the historical,
natural, cultural, scenic, and recreational re-
sources of the Erie Canalway in ways that
reflect its national significance for the ben-
efit of current and future generations.

(3) To promote and provide access to the
Erie Canalway’s historical, natural, cultural,
scenic, and recreational resources.

(4) To provide a framework to assist the
State of New York, its units of local govern-
ment, and the communities within the Erie
Canalway in the development of integrated
cultural, historical, recreational, economic,
and community development programs in
order to enhance and interpret the unique
and nationally significant resources of the
Erie Canalway.

(5) To authorize Federal financial and
technical assistance to the Commission to
serve these purposes for the benefit of the
people of the State of New York and the Na-
tion.
SEC. 3. THE ERIE CANALWAY NATIONAL HERIT-

AGE CORRIDOR.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—To carry out the pur-

poses of this Act, there is established the
Erie Canalway National Heritage Corridor in
the State of New York.

(b) BOUNDARIES.—The boundaries of the
Corridor shall include those lands generally
depicted on the map entitled ‘‘Erie Canalway
National Heritage Area’’ numbered ERIE/
80,000 and dated October 2000. This map shall
be on file and available for public inspection
in the appropriate office of the National
Park Service, the office of the Commission,
and the office of the New York State Canal
Corporation in Albany, New York.

(c) OWNERSHIP AND OPERATION OF THE NEW
YORK STATE CANAL SYSTEM.—Nothing in this
Act shall be construed to alter the owner-
ship, operation, or management of the New
York State Canal System.
SEC. 4. THE ERIE CANALWAY NATIONAL HERIT-

AGE CORRIDOR COMMISSION.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established

the Erie Canalway National Heritage Cor-
ridor Commission. The purposes of the Com-
mission are as follows:

(1) To work with Federal, State, and local
authorities to develop and implement the
Canalway Plan.

(2) To foster the integration of canal-re-
lated historical, cultural, recreational, sce-
nic, economic, and community development
initiatives within the Corridor.

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The Commission shall be
composed of 27 members as follows:

(1) The Secretary, as an ex-officio member,
or the Secretary’s designee.

(2) 7 members or designees, each of whom
represents 1 of the following or their succes-
sors:

(A) The New York State Secretary of
State.

(B) The Commissioners of the following:
(i) The New York State Department of En-

vironmental Conservation.
(ii) The New York State Office of Parks,

Recreation and Historic Preservation.
(iii) The New York State Department of

Agriculture and Markets.
(iv) The New York State Department of

Transportation.
(C) The Chairperson of the New York State

Canal Corporation.
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(D) The Chairperson of the Empire State

Development Corporation.
(3) The remaining 19 members who reside

within the Corridor and are geographically
dispersed throughout the Corridor shall be
from local governments and the private sec-
tor with knowledge of tourism, economic and
community development, regional planning,
historic preservation, cultural or natural re-
source management, conservation, recre-
ation, and education or museum services.
These members will be appointed by the Gov-
ernor no later than 6 months after the date
of enactment of this Act as follows:

(A) One member from each of the United
States Congressional districts which are part
of the Corridor. The appointment for each
district shall be based on recommendations
from the member of the United States House
of Representatives for that district. Each
person appointed to the Commission under
this subparagraph shall be a resident of the
district from which they shall be rec-
ommended.

(B) 2 members based on recommendations
from each United States Senator from New
York State.

(C) The remainder of the 19 members shall
be residents of any county in which the Cor-
ridor is located. One such member shall be a
member of the Canal Recreationway Com-
mission other than an ex-officio member.

(c) APPOINTMENTS AND VACANCIES.—Except
for original appointment, members of the
Commission, other than ex-officio members,
shall be appointed for terms of 3 years. Of
the original appointments, 6 shall be for a
term of 1 year, 6 shall be for a term of 2
years, and 7 shall be for a term of 3 years.
Any member of the Commission appointed
for a definite term may serve after expira-
tion of the term until the successor of the
member is appointed. Any member appointed
to fill a vacancy shall serve for the remain-
der of the term for which the predecessor
was appointed. Any vacancy on the Commis-
sion shall be filled in the same manner in
which the original appointment was made. –

(d) COMPENSATION.—Members of the Com-
mission shall receive no compensation for
their service on the Commission. Members of
the Commission, other than employees of the
State and Canal Corporation, while away
from their homes or regular places of busi-
ness to perform services for the Commission,
shall be allowed travel expenses, including
per diem in lieu of subsistence, in the same
manner as persons employed intermittently
in Government service are allowed under
section 5703 of title 5, United States Code.

(e) ELECTION OF OFFICERS.—The Commis-
sion shall elect the chairperson and the vice
chairperson on an annual basis. The vice
chairperson shall serve as the chairperson in
the absence of the chairperson.

(f) QUORUM AND VOTING.—14 members of the
Commission shall constitute a quorum but a
lesser number may hold hearings. Any mem-
ber of the Commission may vote by means of
a signed proxy exercised by another member
of the Commission; however, any member
voting by proxy shall not be considered
present for purposes of establishing a
quorum. For the transaction of any business
or the exercise of any power of the Commis-
sion, the Commission shall have the power to
act by a majority vote of the members
present at any meeting at which a quorum is
in attendance.

(g) MEETINGS.—The Commission shall meet
at least quarterly at the call of the chair-
person or 14 of its members. Notice of Com-
mission meetings and agendas for the meet-
ings shall be published in local newspapers
throughout the Corridor. Meetings of the
Commission shall be subject to section 552b
of title 5, United States Code (relating to
open meetings).

(h) POWERS OF THE COMMISSION.—To the ex-
tent that Federal funds are appropriated
under section 10(a), the Commission is au-
thorized to do the following:

(1) Procure temporary and intermittent
services and administrative facilities at
rates determined to be reasonable by the
Commission to carry out the responsibilities
of the Commission.

(2) Request and accept the services of per-
sonnel detailed from the State of New York
or any political subdivision, and to reim-
burse the State or political subdivision for
such services.

(3) Request and accept the services of any
Federal agency personnel, and to reimburse
the Federal agency for such services.

(4) Appoint and fix the compensation of
staff to carry out its duties.

(5) Enter into cooperative agreements with
Federal agencies, the State of New York,
with any political subdivision of the State,
or any person for the purposes of carrying
out the duties of the Commission.

(6) Make grants to assist in the prepara-
tion and implementation of the Canalway
Plan.

(7) Seek, accept, and dispose of gifts, be-
quests, grants, or donations of money, per-
sonal property, or services, received from
any source. For purposes of section 170(c) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, any gift
to the Commission shall be deemed to be a
gift to the United States.

(8) Assist others in developing educational,
informational, and interpretive programs
and facilities and other such activities that
may promote the implementation of the
Canalway Plan.

(9) Hold hearings, sit, and act at such
times and places, take such testimony, and
receive such evidence, as the Commission
may consider appropriate. The Commission
may not issue subpoenas or exercise any sub-
poena authority.

(10) Use the United States mails in the
same manner as other departments or agen-
cies of the United States.

(11) Request and receive from the Adminis-
trator of General Services, on a reimbursable
basis, such administrative support services
as the Commission may request.

(12) Establish such advisory groups as the
Commission deems necessary.

(i) ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY.—Except as
provided for leasing administrative facilities
under subsection (h)(1), the Commission may
not acquire any real property or interest in
real property.

(j) TERMINATION.—The Commission shall
terminate on the day occurring 10 years
after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 5. DUTIES OF THE COMMISSION.

(a) PREPARATION OF CANALWAY PLAN.—Not
later than 3 years after the Commission re-
ceives Federal funding under section 10(a),
the Commission shall prepare and submit a
comprehensive preservation and manage-
ment Canalway Plan for the Corridor to the
Secretary and the Governor for review and
approval. In addition to the requirements
outlined for the Canalway Plan in section 6,
the Canalway Plan shall incorporate and in-
tegrate existing Federal, State, and local
plans to the extent appropriate regarding
historic preservation, conservation, edu-
cation and interpretation, community devel-
opment, and tourism-related economic devel-
opment for the Corridor that are consistent
with the purposes of this Act. The Commis-
sion shall solicit public comment on the de-
velopment of the Canalway Plan.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION OF CANALWAY PLAN.—
After the Commission receives Federal fund-
ing under section 10(a), and after review and
upon approval of the Canalway Plan by the
Secretary and the Governor, the Commission
shall—

(1) undertake actions to implement the
Canalway Plan so as to assist the people of
the State of New York in enhancing and in-
terpreting the historical, cultural, edu-
cational, natural, scenic, and recreational
potential of the Corridor identified in the
Canalway Plan; and

(2) support public and private efforts in
conservation and preservation of the
Canalway’s cultural and natural resources
and economic revitalization consistent with
the goals of the Canalway Plan.

(c) PRIORITY ACTIONS.—Priority actions
which may be carried out by the Commission
under subsection (b) include the following:

(1) Assisting in the appropriate preserva-
tion treatment of the remaining elements of
the original Erie Canal.

(2) Assisting the National Park Service,
the State, local governments, or nonprofit
organizations in designing, establishing, and
maintaining visitor centers, museums, and
other interpretive exhibits in the Corridor.

(3) Assisting in the public awareness and
appreciation for the historic, cultural, nat-
ural, scenic, and recreational resources and
sites in the Corridor.

(4) Assisting the State of New York, local
governments, and nonprofit organizations in
the preservation and restoration of any his-
toric building, site, or district in the Cor-
ridor.

(5) Encouraging, by appropriate means, en-
hanced economic development in the Cor-
ridor consistent with the goals of the
Canalway Plan and the purposes of this Act.

(6) Ensuring that clear, consistent signs
identifying access points and sites of interest
are put in place in the Corridor.

(d) ANNUAL REPORTS AND AUDITS.—For any
year in which Federal funds have been re-
ceived under this Act, the Commission shall
submit an annual report and shall make
available an audit of all relevant records to
the Governor and the Secretary identifying
its expenses, any income, the entities to
which any grants or technical assistance
were made during the year for which the re-
port was made, and contributions by other
parties toward achieving Corridor purposes.
SEC. 6. CANALWAY PLAN.

(a) CANALWAY PLAN REQUIREMENTS.—The
Canalway Plan shall—

(1) include a review of existing plans for
the Corridor, including the Canal
Recreationway Plan and Canal Revitaliza-
tion Program, and incorporate those plans,
to the extent feasible, to ensure consistency
with local, regional, and State planning ef-
forts;

(2) provide a strategy for and conduct a
thematic inventory, survey, and evaluation
of historic properties that should be con-
served, restored, developed, or maintained
because of their natural, cultural, or historic
significance within the Corridor in accord-
ance with the regulations for the National
Register of Historic Places;

(3) identify public and private sector pres-
ervation goals and strategies for the Cor-
ridor;

(4) include a comprehensive interpretive
plan that identifies, develops, supports, and
enhances interpretation and education pro-
grams within the Corridor that may
include—

(A) research related to the construction
and history of the canals and the cultural
heritage of the canal workers, their families,
those that traveled along the canals, the as-
sociated farming activities, the landscape,
and the communities;

(B) documentation of and methods to sup-
port the perpetuation of music, art, poetry,
literature, and folkways associated with the
canals; and

(C) educational and interpretive programs
related to the Erie Canalway developed in
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cooperation with State and local govern-
ments, educational institutions, and non-
profit institutions;

(5) include a strategy to further the rec-
reational development of the Corridor that
will enable users to uniquely experience the
canal system;

(6) include programs designed to ade-
quately protect, interpret, and promote the
Corridor’s significant historical, cultural,
recreational, educational, scenic, and nat-
ural resources;

(7) include an inventory of canal-related
natural, cultural, and historic sites and re-
sources located in the area;

(8) recommend Federal, State, and local
strategies and policies to support economic
development, especially tourism-related de-
velopment and recreation, consistent with
the purposes of the Corridor;

(9) develop criteria and priorities for finan-
cial preservation assistance;

(10) identify and foster strong cooperative
relationships between the National Park
Service, the New York State Canal Corpora-
tion, other Federal and State agencies, and
nongovernmental organizations;

(11) recommend specific areas for develop-
ment of interpretive, educational, and tech-
nical assistance centers associated with the
Corridor; and

(12) contain a program for implementation
of the Canalway Plan by all necessary par-
ties.

(b) APPROVAL OF THE CANALWAY PLAN.—
The Secretary and the Governor shall ap-
prove or disapprove the Canalway Plan not
later than 90 days after receiving the
Canalway Plan.

(c) CRITERIA.—The Secretary may not ap-
prove the plan unless the Secretary finds
that the plan, if implemented, would ade-
quately protect the significant historical,
cultural, natural, and recreational resources
of the Corridor and, consistent with such
protection, provide adequate and appropriate
outdoor recreational opportunities and eco-
nomic activities within the Corridor. In de-
termining whether or not to approve the
Canalway Plan, the Secretary shall consider
whether—

(1) the Commission has afforded adequate
opportunity, including public hearings, for
public and governmental involvement in the
preparation of the Canalway Plan; and

(2) the Secretary has received adequate as-
surances from the Governor and appropriate
State officials that the recommended imple-
mentation program identified in the plan
will be initiated within a reasonable time
after the date of approval of the Canalway
Plan and such program will ensure effective
implementation of State and local aspects of
the Canalway Plan.

(d) DISAPPROVAL OF CANALWAY PLAN.—If
the Secretary or the Governor does not ap-
prove the Canalway Plan, the Secretary or
the Governor shall advise the Commission in
writing within 90 days the reasons therefor
and shall indicate any recommendations for
revisions. Following completion of any nec-
essary revisions of the Canalway Plan, the
Secretary and the Governor shall have 90
days to either approve or disapprove the re-
vised Canalway Plan.

(e) AMENDMENTS TO CANALWAY PLAN.—The
Secretary and the Governor shall review sub-
stantial amendments to the Canalway Plan.
Funds appropriated pursuant to this Act
may not be expended to implement changes
made by such amendments until the Sec-
retary and the Governor approve the amend-
ments.
SEC. 7. DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to assist the Commission in the prepara-
tion of the Canalway Plan with a focus on

the comprehensive interpretive plan as re-
quired under section 6(a)(4).

(b) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Pursuant to an
approved Canalway Plan, the Secretary is
authorized to enter into cooperative agree-
ments with, provide technical assistance to,
and award grants to the Commission to pro-
vide for the preservation and interpretation
of the natural, cultural, historical, rec-
reational, and scenic resources of the Cor-
ridor, if requested by the Commission.

(c) EARLY ACTIONS.—Prior to approval of
the Canalway Plan, with the approval of the
Commission, the Secretary may provide
technical, planning, and financial assistance
for early actions that are important to the
purposes of this Act and that protect and
preserve resources and to undertake an edu-
cational and interpretive program of the
story and history of the Erie Canalway.

(d) CANALWAY PLAN IMPLEMENTATION.—
Upon approval of the Canalway Plan, the
Secretary is authorized to implement those
activities that the Canalway Plan has identi-
fied as the responsibility of the Secretary or
agent of the Secretary to undertake in the
implementation of the Canalway Plan.

(e) DETAIL.—Each fiscal year during the ex-
istence of the Commission and upon the re-
quest of the Commission, the Secretary shall
detail to the Commission, on a nonreimburs-
able basis, 2 employees of the Department of
the Interior to enable the Commission to
carry out the Commission’s duties with re-
gard to the preparation and approval of the
Canalway Plan. Such detail shall be without
interruption or loss of civil service status,
benefits, or privileges.

(f) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after
the approval of the Canalway Plan, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report rec-
ommending whether the educational and in-
terpretive sites identified by the Commission
meet the criteria for designation as a unit of
the National Park System as required by
Public Law 105–391 (112 Stat. 3501; 16 U.S.C.
1a–5 note).
SEC. 8. DUTIES OF OTHER FEDERAL ENTITIES.

Any Federal entity conducting or sup-
porting any activity directly affecting the
Corridor, and any unit of government acting
pursuant to a grant of Federal funds or a
Federal permit or agreement conducting or
supporting such activities, may—

(1) consult with the Secretary and the
Commission with respect to such activities;

(2) cooperate with the Secretary and the
Commission in carrying out their duties
under this Act and coordinate such activities
with the carrying out of such duties; and

(3) conduct or support such activities in a
manner consistent with the Canalway Plan
unless the Federal entity, after consultation
with the Secretary and the Commission, de-
termines there is no practicable alternative.
SEC. 9. SAVINGS PROVISIONS.

(a) AUTHORITY OF GOVERNMENTS.—Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to modify, en-
large, or diminish any authority of the Fed-
eral, State, or local governments to regulate
any use of land as provided for by law or reg-
ulation.

(b) ZONING OR LAND USE.—Nothing in this
Act shall be construed to grant powers of
zoning or land use to the Commission.

(c) LOCAL AUTHORITY AND PRIVATE PROP-
ERTY.—Nothing in this Act shall be con-
strued to affect, or to authorize the Commis-
sion to interfere with—

(1) the rights of any person with respect to
private property;

(2) any local zoning ordinance or land use
plan of the State of New York or political
subdivision thereof; or

(3) any State or local canal-related devel-
opment plans, including but not limited to
the Canal Recreationway Plan and the Canal
Revitalization Program.

(d) FISH AND WILDLIFE.—The designation of
the Corridor shall not diminish the author-
ity of the State of New York to manage fish
and wildlife, including the regulation of fish-
ing and hunting within the Corridor.
SEC. 10. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—
(1) CORRIDOR.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be

appropriated for the Corridor not more than
$1,000,000 for any fiscal year, to remain avail-
able until expended. Not more than a total of
$10,000,000 may be appropriated for the Cor-
ridor under this Act.

(B) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—Federal fund-
ing provided under this paragraph may not
exceed 50 percent of the total cost of any ac-
tivity carried out with such funds. The non-
Federal share of such support may be in the
form of cash, services, or in-kind contribu-
tions, fairly valued.

(2) COMMISSION.—In addition to the sums
authorized under paragraph (1) and sub-
section (b), there is authorized to be appro-
priated to the Commission not more than
$250,000 annually to carry out the duties of
the Commission.

(b) OTHER FUNDING.—In addition to the
sums authorized in subsection (a), there are
authorized to be appropriated to the Sec-
retary such sums as are necessary for the
Secretary to undertake interim actions the
Secretary is authorized to undertake and
that are necessary for the Secretary to im-
plement the responsibilities of the Depart-
ment of the Interior outlined in the
Canalway Plan.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5375, introduced by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
WALSH), establishes the Erie Canalway
National Heritage Corridor in the
State of New York. The Erie Canal,
first established 175 years ago, created
critical transportation of commercial
routes and led to the development and
settling of New York.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5375 would also
create the Erie Canalway Corridor
Commission as the management entity
for the canalway, the membership of
which would be comprised of Federal,
State and local agencies and govern-
ments. The commission is responsible
for developing and implementing a
management plan which will provide
for an inventory and evaluation of the
historic properties within the corridor
and also provide educational and inter-
pretive programs for the public to
enjoy the canalway’s resources.

Establishment of the corridor will
not affect any other governmental au-
thority nor grant powers of zoning or
land use to the Commission. Further-
more, ownership, management, and
maintenance of the New York State
Canal System will not be altered by es-
tablishing the corridor.

Mr. Speaker, this is a good piece of
legislation; and I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 5375.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5375 would des-
ignate the 524 mile Erie Canalway Na-
tional Heritage Corridor in New York.
We oppose this bill for substantive and
procedural reasons.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5375 was intro-
duced less than 3 weeks ago. It has had
no hearings or markups in either the
House or the Senate. Yesterday, the
Department of the Interior sent up a
letter expressing their serious concerns
with H.R. 5375 as currently written,
and I will include the letter in the
RECORD.

Three serious problems were pointed
out, Mr. Speaker: first, the bill calls
for a commission with members ap-
pointed by the governor that would
have full Federal commission status in
terms of funding, roles, and respon-
sibilities. This is not how we designate
management entities for heritage
areas. Further, it is a violation of the
appointments clause of the Constitu-
tion which requires Federal officials to
be appointed by a Federal officer.

Second, the bill has the National
Park Service involved in designing, es-
tablishing, and operating visitor cen-
ters, museums, and interpretive exhib-
its. This is not an appropriate role for
the agency. We have not provided such
authority for any other heritage area.
The National Park Service has neither
the funds nor the manpower when the
needs of the national parks are so
great.

Third, the bill contains open-ended
funding authority for the Secretary,
which opens the door for a future sig-
nificant infusion of Federal funds. The
bill’s sponsor was warned of these prob-
lems, even before the bill was intro-
duced, but chose to go forward without
correcting these serious matters.

Mr. Speaker, for this reason, we op-
pose this bill and urge a ‘‘no’’ vote.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE
INTERIOR, OFFICE OF THE SEC-
RETARY,

Washington, DC, October 23, 2000.
Hon. JAMES V. HANSEN,
Chairman, Subcommittee on National Parks and

Public Lands, Committee on Resources,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: This letter is in ref-
erence to H.R. 5375, the ‘‘Erie Canalway Na-
tional Heritage Corridor Act’’, introduced by
Representative James Walsh on October 3,
2000. It has come to our attention that the
Committee on Resources will bring this bill
to the House floor today. The Department of
the Interior has some serious concerns with
the bill as introduced and revised. There
have not been any congressional hearings on
this bill at which the Department would
have had the opportunity to testify and offer
amendments. If the bill were amended to ad-
dress our concerns, the Department would be
able to support this legislation.

Under a 1995 Congressional directive, the
National Park Service undertook a special
resource study on the 524-mile long Erie
Canalway in New York State. The study
found that the Erie Canalway was nationally
significant and deserved Federal recognition.
In the December 1999 transmittal letter to
this Committee accompanying the special

resource study, the National Park Service
recommended that the management entity
be a commission appointed by the Secretary
of the Interior based upon state and local
recommendations. If requested by the com-
mission, the National Park Service could
offer planning and technical assistance.

The Department has serious concerns with
H.R. 5375, as written, in three different areas.
First, the bill calls for a commission with
members appointed by the Governor that
would still retain full Federal commission
status in terms of funding, roles, and respon-
sibilities. For example, in Section 4, the
commission would have access to adminis-
trative services from the General Services
Administration and the United States mails
in the same manner as a Federal commis-
sion. This apparently would be in violation
of the Appointments Clause of the Constitu-
tion, which requires Federal officials to be
appointed by a Federal officer. The Depart-
ment also is concerned with the precedent
this hybrid model would set for future com-
missions.

Second, the National Park Service does
not have funds in its budget to construct vis-
itor centers, museums or interpretive exhib-
its in heritage areas. Section 5(c)(2) could be
interpreted to direct the National Park Serv-
ice to construct and staff these centers,
which is not an appropriate role for the
agency in a non-park service unit. Section 7
states that prior to a Canalway Plan being
approved, the Secretary may provide finan-
cial assistance to undertake educational and
interpretive programs. The Department be-
lieves that National Park Service role should
be limited to providing planning and tech-
nical assistance in the development of the
Canalway Plan. The Plan would determine
any additional role for the National Park
Service in the heritage corridor and would be
subject to the approval of the Secretary.

Third, the open-ended funding authority in
Section 10(b) that does not contain a ceiling
on total funds authorized for this heritage
area could be used to fund unlimited early
action items from Section 7(c) including edu-
cational and interpretive centers and the
provision of park rangers to provide services.
Such decisions are premature pending com-
pletion of the Canalway Plan. Funding au-
thorized by this section should be limited to
technical and planning assistance only.

Attached is a list of proposed amendments
to H.R. 5375. If these amendments were
adopted, the Department could support pas-
sage of the bill.

The Office of Management and Budget ad-
vises that, from the standpoint of the Ad-
ministration’s program, there is no objection
to the presentation of this report to the Con-
gress.

Sincerely,
STEPHEN C. SAUNDERS,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish
and Wildlife and Parks.

Enclosure.
SUGGESTED AMENDMENTS TO H.R. 5375, ERIE

CANALWAY NATIONAL HERITAGE CORRIDOR ACT

H.R. 5375 calls for a hybrid commission
with members appointed by the Governor,
but with full federal commission authorities,
funding and roles. The 1998 Special Resource
Study and accompanying letter on the Erie
Canalway recommended that the manage-
ment entity be a federal commission with
the members appointed by the Secretary of
the Interior based upon state and local rec-
ommendations. This is the National Park
Service preferred alternative.

If H.R. 5375 is rewritten to include a com-
mission with members appointed by the Sec-
retary (i.e. a federal commission) then we
offer the following amendments to the bill.
Note: We are referencing the revised bill
from October 13, 2000.

On p. 5, line 15, strike ‘‘entitled ‘‘Bound-
aries of Canalway Communities’’ numbered
ERCA and dated .’’ and insert ‘‘enti-
tled ‘‘ERIE CANALWAY NATIONAL HERIT-
AGE AREA’’ numbered ERIE/80,000 and dated
OCTOBER 2000.’’

On p. 5, line 22, strike ‘‘Nothing in this Act
shall be construed to alter the ownership, op-
erations, or management of the New York
State Canal System,’’ and insert ‘‘The New
York Canal System shall continue to be
owned, operated, and managed by the State
of New York.’’

On p. 6, line 17, strike ‘‘7 members, each of
whom represents 1’’ and insert ‘‘7 members,
appointed by the Secretary after consider-
ation of recommendations submitted by the
Governor and other appropriate officials,
with knowledge and experience’’.

On p. 7, line 17, strike ‘‘Governor no later
than 6 months after the date of enactment of
this Act’’ and insert ‘‘Secretary’’.

On p. 13, line 24, strike ‘‘the National Park
Service,’’.

On p. 17, line 16, strike ‘‘and the Gov-
ernor’’.

On p. 18, line 16, strike ‘‘or the Governor’’.
On p. 18, line 17, strike ‘‘or the Governor’’.
On p. 18, line 21, strike ‘‘and the Gov-

ernor’’.
On p. 18, line 25, strike ‘‘and the Gov-

ernor’’.
On p. 19, line 3, strike ‘‘and the Governor

approve’’ and insert ‘‘approves’’.
On p. 19, line 8, strike ‘‘Plan with a focus

on the comprehensive interpretive plan as
required under section 6(a)(4).’’ and insert
‘‘Plan.’’.

On p. 19, line 19, strike ‘‘technical, plan-
ning, and financial’’ and insert ‘‘technical
and planning’’.

On p. 19, line 21, strike ‘‘resources and to
undertake an educational and interpretive
program of the story and history of the Erie
Canalway.’’ and insert ‘‘resources.’’.

On p. 20, line 14, strike subsection (f).
On p. 22, line 19, strike ‘‘year, to remain

available until expended.’’ and insert
‘‘year.’’.

On p. 23, line 5, strike subsection 10(a)(2)
and renumber the rest of the subsection ac-
cordingly.

On p. 23, line 13, strike ‘‘for the Secretary’’
until the end of the subsection and insert
‘‘for planning and technical assistance.’’.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. WALSH), the author of this
legislation.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the distinguished chairman for yield-
ing time and for his strong support and
encouragement and advice throughout
this process. I would also like to thank
the gentleman from Alaska (Mr.
YOUNG), the chairman of the full com-
mittee, for his help in bringing this bill
forward, and also the gentleman from
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), the
ranking member, who has been very
helpful.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 5375, a bill that will es-
tablish the Erie Canalway as a Na-
tional Heritage Corridor. This bill is
the culmination of years of hard work
and dedication by the National Park
Service and the State of New York, and
dedication by Senators MOYNIHAN and
SCHUMER, as well as virtually the en-
tire upstate New York delegation has
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indicated their strong support for this
measure. In fact, Senator MOYNIHAN
has indicated he envisions this bill as
part of his congressional legacy. This
will probably be the last bill that Sen-
ator MOYNIHAN will have his name as-
sociated with as it passes the Senate,
and he would like very much to have
this bill signed into law before he
leaves office. Furthermore, there is
broad-based local enthusiasm and in-
terest throughout the State for a Fed-
eral designation of the Erie Canalway
system and local participation in the
development of an Erie Canalway plan
is a critical component of this legisla-
tion.

In 1995, at the request of Senator
MOYNIHAN and myself, Congress di-
rected the National Park Service to de-
termine whether the Erie Canalway
system merited Federal designation as
a National Heritage Corridor. In 1998,
the National Park Service study con-
cluded that the Erie Canalway is an
outstanding resource of great signifi-
cance to the Nation and that it clearly
merited Federal designation as a Na-
tional Heritage Corridor. In response to
this overwhelming support for some
type of Federal designation for the Erie
Canalway system, I worked closely
with the National Park Service and the
State of New York throughout the
106th Congress to craft legislation that
balances the State’s need to preserve
its outstanding ongoing management
activities of the canal with the cre-
ation of a Federal management frame-
work that assists the State and local
communities throughout the canalway
in their development of integrated cul-
tural, historical, recreational, eco-
nomic, and community development
activities.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5375 was intro-
duced on October 3 this year after sev-
eral months of detailed negotiations
with the National Park Service and the
State of New York. The bill would des-
ignate the canal as a heritage corridor
and would establish a 27-member com-
mission that would be empowered to
develop a comprehensive preservation
and management canalway plan for the
corridor within 3 years.

Critical to the success of this com-
mission is the fact that there will be
broad-based local participation and in-
volvement in the commission as each
Member of Congress who represents the
corridor will be able to appoint a local
representative to the commission. This
commission will develop a plan that
enhances the historical, cultural, edu-
cational, natural, scenic, and rec-
reational potential of the corridor in a
way that complements the ongoing sig-
nificant State role in preserving and
protecting the Erie Canalway system.

Mr. Speaker, the State of New York
built this canal. It is what helped us to
populate the western reaches of our
State, indeed, the western reaches of
the then-settled United States. The
State still maintains the canal at an
expense of approximately $60 million
per year; and they have done a very,

very excellent job of keeping it in oper-
ating order. Therefore, the governor
needs to have the appointment author-
ity, and I think most reasonable people
would agree.

What I envision coming out of this
bill is a joint Federal-State coopera-
tive effort where the National Park
Service would provide necessary tech-
nical and financial assistance for edu-
cation, interpretation, historic preser-
vation, planning and recreational trail
development and open space conserva-
tion, while the State of New York
would maintain its ongoing operational
management and maintenance of the
Erie Canalway system. The system was
the preeminent transportation corridor
for the latter part of the 18th through
the 20th century. Its role in American
history is well documented. Therefore,
I believe Federal designation is essen-
tial to preserve and maintain and in-
terpret the canalway system in ways to
reflect its importance and significance.

Mr. Speaker, this bill has broad-
based bipartisan support, and I urge
my colleagues to adopt this measure so
that we can continue to protect the
canalway system for future genera-
tions.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from New York (Mr. LA-
FALCE).

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me this
time. It is an honor to be here today in
support of this bill that I have had the
pleasure of cosponsoring, along with
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
WALSH) and a number of others that we
have worked closely with over the
years. The Erie Canal has a great his-
tory. The Erie Canal has a great fu-
ture. That great future, though, de-
pends in large part on what we do to
recognize the past, to herald it, and to
build a corridor along the canal so that
residents of New York State and resi-
dents of the world can come and not
only see and observe, but enjoy the
Erie Canal.

b 1330

A good many individuals of both the
Democratic and Republican Party have
attempted to enhance the Erie Canal
Corridor over the years. Certainly Gov-
ernor Pataki, but most especially, too,
I think the Secretary of Housing and
Urban Development, Andrew Cuomo.
He took what was known as the Small
Cities Development Block Grant pro-
gram and tried to use it within the
State of New York to embellish the
corridor by coming up with the canal
corridor initiative.

The Canal Corridor initiative was ba-
sically an idea to use these small cit-
ies’ monies to leverage additional as-
sistance from both the public and pri-
vate sector, to leverage that assistance
by utilizing for the first time on a Fed-
eral level the Small Cities program and
the section 108 program, which will en-
able communities to draw down
against future monies to work in con-

cert for the first time in a very cooper-
ative fashion with the Department of
Agriculture and their rural develop-
ment administration. That has worked
extremely successfully.

In my congressional district, for ex-
ample, whether one is in North Tona-
wanda or Lockport or Medina or Albion
or Holley or Spencerport, one can see
the results of the canal corridor initia-
tive, and we have just started.

Passage of today’s bill establishing
an Erie Canalway National Heritage
Corridor will be a great step forward in
further embellishing that corridor and
helping to serve as both an economic
and recreational catalyst for that re-
gion of New York State.

So I urge everyone to support this
very fine bill.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. HANSEN) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5375, as
amended.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on S. 1752, S. 1474, S. Con. Res. 114, S.
698, S. 1438, H.R. 5478, S. 2749 and H.R.
5375.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Utah?

There was no objection.
f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF HOUSE CON-
CURRENT RESOLUTION 426

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that my name
be removed as a cosponsor of House
Concurrent Resolution 426.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.
f

OLDER AMERICANS ACT
AMENDMENTS OF 2000

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
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(H.R. 782) to amend the Older Ameri-
cans Act of 1965 to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal years 2000 through 2003,
as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 782

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Older Amer-
icans Act Amendments of 2000’’.
SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

The table of contents of this Act is as fol-
lows:
Sec. 1. Short title.
Sec. 2. Table of contents.

TITLE I—AMENDMENT TO TITLE I OF
THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965

Sec. 101. Definitions.
TITLE II—AMENDMENTS TO TITLE II OF

THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965
AND THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT
AMENDMENTS OF 1987
Subtitle A—Amendments to Title II of the

Older Americans Act of 1965
Sec. 201. Functions of assistant secretary.
Sec. 202. Federal agency consultation.
Sec. 203. Evaluation.
Sec. 204. Reports.
Sec. 205. authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—Amendments to the Older
Americans Act Amendments of 1987

Sec. 211. White house conference.
TITLE III—AMENDMENTS TO TITLE III

OF THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965
Sec. 301. Purpose.
Sec. 302. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 303. Allotment; Federal share.
Sec. 304. Organization.
Sec. 305. Area plans.
Sec. 306. State plans.
Sec. 307. Planning, coordination, evaluation,

and administration of State
plans.

Sec. 308. Availability of disaster relief funds
to tribal organizations.

Sec. 309. Nutrition services incentive pro-
gram.

Sec. 310. Consumer contributions and waiv-
ers.

Sec. 311. Supportive services and senior cen-
ters.

Sec. 312. Nutrition services.
Sec. 313. Nutrition requirements.
Sec. 314. In-home services and additional as-

sistance.
Sec. 315. Definition.
Sec. 316. National family caregiver support

program.
TITLE IV—TRAINING, RESEARCH, AND

DISCRETIONARY PROJECTS AND PRO-
GRAMS

Sec. 401. Projects and programs
TITLE V—AMENDMENT TO TITLE V OF
THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965

Sec. 501. Amendment to title v of the older
americans act of 1965.

TITLE VI—AMENDMENTS TO TITLE VI OF
THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965

Sec. 601. Eligibility.
Sec. 602. Applications.
Sec. 603. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 604. General provisions.
TITLE VII—AMENDMENTS TO TITLE VII
OF THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965

Sec. 701. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 702. Allotment.
Sec. 703. Additional State plan require-

ments.
Sec. 704. State long-term care ombudsman

program.

Sec. 705. Prevention of elder abuse, neglect,
and exploitation.

Sec. 706. Assistance programs.
Sec. 707. Native american programs.

TITLE VIII—TECHNICAL AND
CONFORMING AMENDMENTS

Sec. 801. Technical and conforming amend-
ments.

TITLE I—AMENDMENT TO TITLE I OF THE
OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965

SEC. 101. DEFINITIONS.
Section 102 of the Older Americans Act of

1965 (42 U.S.C. 3002) is amended—
(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘the Com-

monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands,
and the Trust Territory of the Pacific Is-
lands.’’ and inserting ‘‘and the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands.’’;

(2) by striking paragraph (12) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(12) The term ‘disease prevention and
health promotion services’ means—

‘‘(A) health risk assessments;
‘‘(B) routine health screening, which may

include hypertension, glaucoma, cholesterol,
cancer, vision, hearing, diabetes, bone den-
sity, and nutrition screening;

‘‘(C) nutritional counseling and edu-
cational services for individuals and their
primary caregivers;

‘‘(D) health promotion programs, including
but not limited to programs relating to pre-
vention and reduction of effects of chronic
disabling conditions (including osteoporosis
and cardiovascular disease), alcohol and sub-
stance abuse reduction, smoking cessation,
weight loss and control, and stress manage-
ment;

‘‘(E) programs regarding physical fitness,
group exercise, and music therapy, art ther-
apy, and dance-movement therapy, including
programs for multigenerational participa-
tion that are provided by—

‘‘(i) an institution of higher education;
‘‘(ii) a local educational agency, as defined

in section 14101 of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801);
or

‘‘(iii) a community-based organization;
‘‘(F) home injury control services, includ-

ing screening of high-risk home environ-
ments and provision of educational programs
on injury prevention (including fall and frac-
ture prevention) in the home environment;

‘‘(G) screening for the prevention of depres-
sion, coordination of community mental
health services, provision of educational ac-
tivities, and referral to psychiatric and psy-
chological services;

‘‘(H) educational programs on the avail-
ability, benefits, and appropriate use of pre-
ventive health services covered under title
XVIII of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.
1395 et seq.);

‘‘(I) medication management screening and
education to prevent incorrect medication
and adverse drug reactions;

‘‘(J) information concerning diagnosis, pre-
vention, treatment, and rehabilitation con-
cerning age-related diseases and chronic dis-
abling conditions, including osteoporosis,
cardiovascular diseases, diabetes, and Alz-
heimer’s disease and related disorders with
neurological and organic brain dysfunction;

‘‘(K) gerontological counseling; and
‘‘(L) counseling regarding social services

and followup health services based on any of
the services described in subparagraphs (A)
through (K).
The term shall not include services for which
payment may be made under titles XVIII and
XIX of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395
et seq., 1396 et seq.).’’;

(3) by striking paragraph (18) and redesig-
nating paragraphs (19), (20), (21), and (22) as
paragraphs (18), (19), (20), and (21);

(4) by striking paragraphs (19) and (20) (as
redesignated) and inserting the following:

‘‘(19) The term ‘in-home services’
includes—

‘‘(A) services of homemakers and home
health aides;

‘‘(B) visiting and telephone reassurance;
‘‘(C) chore maintenance;
‘‘(D) in-home respite care for families, and

adult day care as a respite service for fami-
lies;

‘‘(E) minor modification of homes that is
necessary to facilitate the ability of older in-
dividuals to remain at home and that is not
available under another program (other than
a program carried out under this Act);

‘‘(F) personal care services; and
‘‘(G) other in-home services as defined—
‘‘(i) by the State agency in the State plan

submitted in accordance with section 307;
and

‘‘(ii) by the area agency on aging in the
area plan submitted in accordance with sec-
tion 306.

‘‘(20) The term ‘Native American’ means—
‘‘(A) an Indian as defined in paragraph (5);

and
‘‘(B) a Native Hawaiian, as defined in sec-

tion 625.’’;
(5) by striking paragraph (23) and redesig-

nating paragraphs (24) through (35) as para-
graphs (22), (23), (24), (25), (26), (27), (28), (29),
(30), (31), (32), and (33);

(6) by striking paragraph (36) and redesig-
nating the remaining paragraphs; and

(7) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(42) The term ‘family violence’ has the

same meaning given the term in the Family
Violence Prevention and Services Act (42
U.S.C. 10408).

‘‘(43) The term ‘sexual assault’ has the
meaning given the term in section 2003 of the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg–2).’’.
TITLE II—AMENDMENTS TO TITLE II OF

THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965
AND THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT
AMENDMENTS OF 1987
Subtitle A—Amendments to Title II of the

Older Americans Act of 1965
SEC. 201. FUNCTIONS OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY.

Section 202 of the Older Americans Act of
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3012) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking paragraph (9) and redesig-

nating paragraphs (10), (11), and (12) as para-
graphs (9), (10), and (11) respectively;

(B) by striking parargraphs (13) and (14)
and redesignating the remaining paragraphs;

(C) in paragraph (15) (as redesignated), by
inserting ‘‘and older individuals residing in
rural areas’’ after ‘‘low-income minority in-
dividuals’’;

(D) in paragraph (18)(B) (as redesignated),
by striking ‘‘1990’’ and inserting ‘‘2000’’;

(E) by striking paragraph (19) (as redesig-
nated) and inserting the following:

‘‘(19) conduct strict monitoring of State
compliance with the requirements in effect,
under this Act to prohibit conflicts of inter-
est and to maintain the integrity and public
purpose of services provided and service pro-
viders, under this Act in all contractual and
commercial relationships;’’;

(F) by striking paragraph (21) (as redesig-
nated) and inserting the following:

‘‘(21) establish information and assistance
services as priority services for older individ-
uals, and develop and operate, either directly
or through contracts, grants, or cooperative
agreements, a National Eldercare Locator
Service, providing information and assist-
ance services through a nationwide toll-free
number to identify community resources for
older individuals;’’;

(G) by striking paragraph (24) (as redesig-
nated) and inserting the following:
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‘‘(24) establish and carry out pension coun-

seling and information programs described
in section 215;’’; and

(H) by striking paragraph (27) and redesig-
nating the remaining paragraphs;

(I) by adding a new paragraph (27):
‘‘(27) improve the delivery of services to

older individuals living in rural areas
through—

‘‘(A) synthesizing results of research on
how best to meet the service needs of older
individuals in rural areas;

‘‘(B) developing a resource guide on best
practices for States, area agencies on aging,
and service providers;

‘‘(C) providing training and technical as-
sistance to States to implement these best
practices of service delivery; and

‘‘(D) submitting a report on the States’ ex-
periences in implementing these best prac-
tices and the effect these innovations are
having on improving service delivery in
rural areas to the relevant committees not
later than 36 months after enactment.’’;

(2) in subsection (d)(4), by striking ‘‘1990’’
and inserting ‘‘2000’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(f)(1) The Assistant Secretary, in accord-

ance with the process described in paragraph
(2), and in collaboration with a representa-
tive group of State agencies, tribal organiza-
tions, area agencies on aging, and providers
of services involved in the performance out-
come measures shall develop and publish by
December 31, 2001, a set of performance out-
come measures for planning, managing, and
evaluating activities performed and services
provided under this Act. To the maximum
extent possible, the Assistant Secretary
shall use data currently collected (as of the
date of development of the measures) by
State agencies, area agencies on aging, and
service providers through the National Aging
Program Information System and other ap-
plicable sources of information in developing
such measures.

‘‘(2) The process for developing the per-
formance outcome measures described in
paragraph (1) shall include—

‘‘(A) a review of such measures currently
in use by State agencies and area agencies
on aging (as of the date of the review);

‘‘(B) development of a proposed set of such
measures that provides information about
the major activities performed and services
provided under this Act;

‘‘(C) pilot testing of the proposed set of
such measures, including an identification of
resource, infrastructure, and data collection
issues at the State and local levels; and

‘‘(D) evaluation of the pilot test and rec-
ommendations for modification of the pro-
posed set of such measures.’’.
SEC. 202. FEDERAL AGENCY CONSULTATION.

Title II of the Older Americans Act of 1965
(42 U.S.C. 3011 et seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 203(a)(3)(A), by inserting ‘‘and
older individuals residing in rural areas’’
after ‘‘low-income minority older individ-
uals’’;

(2) by striking section 204 and inserting the
following:
‘‘SEC. 204. GIFTS AND DONATIONS.

‘‘(a) GIFTS AND DONATIONS.—The Assistant
Secretary may accept, use, and dispose of, on
behalf of the United States, gifts or dona-
tions (in cash or in kind, including voluntary
and uncompensated services or property),
which shall be available until expended for
the purposes specified in subsection (b). Gifts
of cash and proceeds of the sale of property
shall be available in addition to amounts ap-
propriated to carry out this Act.

‘‘(b) USE OF GIFTS AND DONATIONS.—Gifts
and donations accepted pursuant to sub-
section (a) may be used either directly, or for
grants to or contracts with public or non-

profit private entities, for the following ac-
tivities:

‘‘(1) The design and implementation of
demonstrations of innovative ideas and best
practices in programs and services for older
individuals.

‘‘(2) The planning and conduct of con-
ferences for the purpose of exchanging infor-
mation, among concerned individuals and
public and private entities and organiza-
tions, relating to programs and services pro-
vided under this Act and other programs and
services for older individuals.

‘‘(3) The development, publication, and dis-
semination of informational materials (in
print, visual, electronic, or other media) re-
lating to the programs and services provided
under this Act and other matters of concern
to older individuals.

‘‘(c) ETHICS GUIDELINES.—The Assistant
Secretary shall establish written guidelines
setting forth the criteria to be used in deter-
mining whether a gift or donation should be
declined under this section because the ac-
ceptance of the gift or donation would—

‘‘(1) reflect unfavorably upon the ability of
the Administration, the Department of
Health and Human Services, or any em-
ployee of the Administration or Department,
to carry out responsibilities or official duties
under this Act in a fair and objective man-
ner; or

‘‘(2) compromise the integrity or the ap-
pearance of integrity of programs or services
provided under this Act or of any official in-
volved in those programs or services.’’;

(3) in section 205, by striking subsections
(c) and (d) and redesignating subsection (e)
as subsection (c);

(4) by redesignating section 215 as section
216; and

(5) by inserting after section 214 the fol-
lowing:
‘‘SEC. 215. PENSION COUNSELING AND INFORMA-

TION PROGRAMS.
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) PENSION AND OTHER RETIREMENT BENE-

FITS.—The term ‘pension and other retire-
ment benefits’ means private, civil service,
and other public pensions and retirement
benefits, including benefits provided under—

‘‘(A) the Social Security program under
title II of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.
401 et seq.);

‘‘(B) the railroad retirement program
under the Railroad Retirement Act of 1974
(45 U.S.C. 231 et seq.);

‘‘(C) the government retirement benefits
programs under the Civil Service Retirement
System set forth in chapter 83 of title 5,
United States Code, the Federal Employees
Retirement System set forth in chapter 84 of
title 5, United States Code, or other Federal
retirement systems; or

‘‘(D) employee pension benefit plans as de-
fined in section 3(2) of the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C.
1002(2)).

‘‘(2) PENSION COUNSELING AND INFORMATION
PROGRAM.—The term ‘pension counseling and
information program’ means a program de-
scribed in subsection (b).

‘‘(b) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Assistant
Secretary shall award grants to eligible enti-
ties to establish and carry out pension coun-
seling and information programs that create
or continue a sufficient number of pension
assistance and counseling programs to pro-
vide outreach, information, counseling, re-
ferral, and other assistance regarding pen-
sion and other retirement benefits, and
rights related to such benefits, to individuals
in the United States.

‘‘(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The Assistant
Secretary shall award grants under this sec-
tion to—

‘‘(1) State agencies or area agencies on
aging; and

‘‘(2) nonprofit organizations with a proven
record of providing—

‘‘(A) services related to retirement of older
individuals;

‘‘(B) services to Native Americans; or
‘‘(C) specific pension counseling.

‘‘(d) CITIZEN ADVISORY PANEL.—The Assist-
ant Secretary shall establish a citizen advi-
sory panel to advise the Assistant Secretary
regarding which entities should receive
grant awards under this section. Such panel
shall include representatives of business,
labor, national senior advocates, and na-
tional pension rights advocates. The Assist-
ant Secretary shall consult such panel prior
to awarding grants under this section.

‘‘(e) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive
a grant under this section, an entity shall
submit an application to the Assistant Sec-
retary at such time, in such manner, and
containing such information as the Assistant
Secretary may require, including—

‘‘(1) a plan to establish a pension coun-
seling and information program that—

‘‘(A) establishes or continues a State or
area pension counseling and information pro-
gram;

‘‘(B) serves a specific geographic area;
‘‘(C) provides counseling (including direct

counseling and assistance to individuals who
need information regarding pension and
other retirement benefits) and information
that may assist individuals in obtaining, or
establishing rights to, and filing claims or
complaints regarding, pension and other re-
tirement benefits;

‘‘(D) provides information on sources of
pension and other retirement benefits;

‘‘(E) establishes a system to make referrals
for legal services and other advocacy pro-
grams;

‘‘(F) establishes a system of referral to
Federal, State, and local departments or
agencies related to pension and other retire-
ment benefits;

‘‘(G) provides a sufficient number of staff
positions (including volunteer positions) to
ensure information, counseling, referral, and
assistance regarding pension and other re-
tirement benefits;

‘‘(H) provides training programs for staff
members, including volunteer staff members,
of pension and other retirement benefits pro-
grams;

‘‘(I) makes recommendations to the Ad-
ministration, the Department of Labor and
other Federal, State and local agencies con-
cerning issues for older individuals related
to pension and other retirement benefits;
and

‘‘(J) establishes or continues an outreach
program to provide information, counseling,
referral and assistance regarding pension and
other retirement benefits, with particular
emphasis on outreach to women, minorities,
older individuals residing in rural areas and
low income retirees; and

‘‘(2) an assurance that staff members (in-
cluding volunteer staff members) have no
conflict of interest in providing the services
described in the plan described in paragraph
(1).

‘‘(f) CRITERIA.—The Assistant Secretary
shall consider the following criteria in
awarding grants under this section:

‘‘(1) Evidence of a commitment by the en-
tity to carry out a proposed pension coun-
seling and information program.

‘‘(2) The ability of the entity to perform ef-
fective outreach to affected populations, par-
ticularly populations that are identified in
need of special outreach.

‘‘(3) Reliable information that the popu-
lation to be served by the entity has a de-
monstrable need for the services proposed to
be provided under the program.
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‘‘(4) The ability of the entity to provide

services under the program on a statewide or
regional basis.

‘‘(g) TRAINING AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary
shall award grants to eligible entities to es-
tablish training and technical assistance
programs that shall provide information and
technical assistance to the staffs of entities
operating pension counseling and informa-
tion programs described in subsection (b),
and general assistance to such entities, in-
cluding assistance in the design of program
evaluation tools.

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—Entities that are
eligible to receive a grant under this sub-
section include nonprofit private organiza-
tions with a record of providing national in-
formation, referral, and advocacy in matters
related to pension and other retirement ben-
efits.

‘‘(3) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive
a grant under this subsection, an entity shall
submit an application to the Assistant Sec-
retary at such time, in such manner, and
containing such information as the Assistant
Secretary may require.

‘‘(h) PENSION ASSISTANCE HOTLINE AND
INTRAGENCY COORDINATION.—

‘‘(1) HOTLINE.—The Assistant Secretary
shall enter into agreements with other Fed-
eral agencies to establish and administer a
national telephone hotline that shall provide
information regarding pension and other re-
tirement benefits, and rights related to such
benefits.

‘‘(2) CONTENT.—Such hotline described in
paragraph (1) shall provide information for
individuals seeking outreach, information,
counseling, referral, and assistance regard-
ing pension and other retirement benefits,
and rights related to such benefits.

‘‘(3) AGREEMENTS.—The Assistant Sec-
retary may enter into agreements with the
Secretary of Labor and the heads of other
Federal agencies that regulate the provision
of pension and other retirement benefits in
order to carry out this subsection.

‘‘(i) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
30 months after the date of the enactment of
this section, the Assistant Secretary shall
submit to the Committee on Education and
the Workforce of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor and Pensions of the Senate a
report that—

‘‘(1) summarizes the distribution of funds
authorized for grants under this section and
the expenditure of such funds;

‘‘(2) summarizes the scope and content of
training and assistance provided under a pro-
gram carried out under this section and the
degree to which the training and assistance
can be replicated;

‘‘(3) outlines the problems that individuals
participating in programs funded under this
section encountered concerning rights re-
lated to pension and other retirement bene-
fits; and

‘‘(4) makes recommendations regarding the
manner in which services provided in pro-
grams funded under this section can be in-
corporated into the ongoing programs of
State agencies, area agencies on aging, mul-
tipurpose senior centers and other similar
entities.

‘‘(j) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Of the
funds appropriated under section 216 to carry
out this section for a fiscal year, not more
than $100,000 may be used by the Administra-
tion for administrative expenses.’’.
SEC. 203. EVALUATION.

Section 206 of the Older Americans Act of
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3017) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘and
older individuals residing in rural areas’’

after ‘‘low-income minority individuals’’
each place it appears;

(2) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘, older
individuals residing in rural areas’’ after
‘‘minority individuals’’;

(3) by striking subsection (g); and
(4) by redesignating subsection (h) as sub-

section (g).
SEC. 204. REPORTS.

Section 207 of the Older Americans Act of
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3018) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(4), by inserting ‘‘older
individuals residing in rural areas,’’ after
‘‘low-income minority individuals,’’; and

(2) in subsection (c)(5) by inserting ‘‘and
older individuals residing in rural areas’’
after ‘‘low-income minority individuals’’
each place it appears.
SEC. 205. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 216 of the Older Americans Act of
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3020f) (as redesignated by sec-
tion 202) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking ‘‘(a) ADMINISTRATION.—’’

and inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—’’;
(B) by striking ‘‘1992’’ and all that follows

through the period and inserting ‘‘2001, 2002,
2003, 2004, and 2005’’; and

(C) by inserting ‘‘administration, salaries,
and expenses of’’ after ‘‘appropriated for’’;
and

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(b) ELDERCARE LOCATOR SERVICE.—There
are authorized to be appropriated to carry
out section 202(a)(24) (relating to the Na-
tional Eldercare Locator Service) such sums
as may be necessary for fiscal year 2001, and
such sums as may be necessary for each of
the 4 succeeding fiscal years.

‘‘(c) PENSION COUNSELING AND INFORMATION
PROGRAMS.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out section 215, such
sums as may be necessary for fiscal year 2001
and for each of the 4 succeeding fiscal
years.’’.

Subtitle B—Amendments to the Older
Americans Act Amendments of 1987

SEC. 211. WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE.
Title II of the Older Americans Act

Amendments of 1987 (42 U.S.C. 3001 note) is
amended—

(1) by striking section 201;
(2) by redesignating sections 202, 203, 204,

205, 206, and 207, as sections 201, 202, 203, 204,
205, and 206, respectively;

(3) in section 201 (as redesignated by para-
graph (2))—

(A) by striking subsections (a), (b), and (c)
and inserting the following:

‘‘(a) AUTHORITY TO CALL CONFERENCE.—Not
later than December 31, 2005, the President
shall convene the White House Conference on
Aging in order to fulfill the purpose set forth
in subsection (c) and to make fundamental
policy recommendations regarding programs
that are important to older individuals and
to the families and communities of such in-
dividuals.

‘‘(b) PLANNING AND DIRECTION.—The Con-
ference described in subsection (a) shall be
planned and conducted under the direction of
the Secretary, in cooperation with the As-
sistant Secretary for Aging, the Director of
the National Institute on Aging, the Admin-
istrator of the Health Care Financing Ad-
ministration, the Social Security Adminis-
trator, and the heads of such other Federal
agencies serving older individuals as are ap-
propriate. Planning and conducting the Con-
ference includes the assignment of per-
sonnel.

‘‘(c) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the Con-
ference described in subsection (a) shall be to
gather individuals representing the spectrum
of thought and experience in the field of
aging to—

‘‘(1) evaluate the manner in which the ob-
jectives of this Act can be met by using the
resources and talents of older individuals, of
families and communities of such individ-
uals, and of individuals from the public and
private sectors;

‘‘(2) evaluate the manner in which national
policies that are related to economic secu-
rity and health care are prepared so that
such policies serve individuals born from 1946
to 1964 and later, as the individuals become
older individuals, including an examination
of the Social Security, medicare, and med-
icaid programs carried out under titles II,
XVIII, and XIX of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 401 et seq., 1395 et seq., and 1396 et
seq.) in relation to providing services under
this Act, and determine how well such poli-
cies respond to the needs of older individ-
uals; and

‘‘(3) develop not more than 50 recommenda-
tions to guide the President, Congress, and
Federal agencies in serving older individ-
uals.’’; and

(B) in subsection (d)(2), by striking ‘‘and
individuals from low-income families.’’ and
inserting ‘‘individuals from low-income fam-
ilies, representatives of Federal, State, and
local governments, and individuals from
rural areas. A majority of such delegates
shall be age 55 or older.’’;

(4) in section 202 (as redesignated by para-
graph (2))—

(A) in subsection (a)—
(i) by striking paragraph (3); and
(ii) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5),

and (6) as paragraphs (3), (4), and (5), respec-
tively;

(B) in subsection (b)—
(i) by striking paragraph (1);
(ii) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), (4),

and (5) as paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and (4) re-
spectively;

(iii) in paragraph (1) (as redesignated by
clause (ii))—

(I) by striking ‘‘subsection (a)(4)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (a)(3)’’; and

(II) by striking ‘‘regarding such agenda,’’
and inserting ‘‘regarding such agenda, and’’;
and

(iv) in paragraph (2) (as redesignated by
clause (ii)), by striking ‘‘subsection (a)(6)’’
and inserting ‘‘subsection (a)(5)’’; and

(C) in subsection (c), by adding at the end
‘‘Gifts may be earmarked by the donor or the
executive committee for a specific purpose.’’;

(5) in section 203(a) (as redesignated by
paragraph (2))—

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
a Policy Committee comprised of 17 mem-
bers to be selected, not later than 2 years
prior to the date on which the Conference
convenes, as follows:

‘‘(A) PRESIDENTIAL APPOINTEES.—Nine
members shall be selected by the President
and shall include—

‘‘(i) 3 members who are officers or employ-
ees of the United States; and

‘‘(ii) 6 members with experience in the field
of aging, including providers and consumers
of aging services.

‘‘(B) HOUSE APPOINTEES.—Two members
shall be selected by the Speaker of the House
of Representatives, after consultation with
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force and the Committee on Ways and Means
of the House of Representatives, and 2 mem-
bers shall be selected by the Minority Leader
of the House of Representatives, after con-
sultation with such committees.

‘‘(C) SENATE APPOINTEES.—Two members
shall be selected by the Majority Leader of
the Senate, after consultation with members
of the Committee on Health, Education,
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Labor, and Pensions and the Special Com-
mittee on Aging of the Senate, and 2 mem-
bers shall be selected by the Minority Leader
of the Senate, after consultation with mem-
bers of such committees.’’;

(B) in paragraph (2)—
(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘Com-

mittee’’ and inserting ‘‘Committee for the
Secretary’’; and

(ii) by striking subparagraphs (D) and (E)
and inserting the following:

‘‘(D) establish the number of delegates to
be selected under section 201(d)(2);

‘‘(E) establish an executive committee con-
sisting of 3 to 5 members, with a majority of
such members being age 55 or older, to work
with Conference staff; and

‘‘(F) establish other committees as needed
that have a majority of members who are
age 55 or older.’’; and

(C) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(3) VOTING; CHAIRPERSON.—
‘‘(A) VOTING.—The Policy Committee shall

act by the vote of a majority of the members
present. A quorum of Committee members
shall not be required to conduct Committee
business.

‘‘(B) CHAIRPERSON.—The President shall se-
lect the chairperson from among the mem-
bers of the Policy Committee. The chair-
person may vote only to break a tie vote of
the other members of the Policy Com-
mittee.’’;

(6) by striking section 204 (as redesignated
by paragraph (2)) and inserting the following:
‘‘SEC. 204. REPORT OF THE CONFERENCE.

‘‘(a) PRELIMINARY REPORT.—Not later than
100 days after the date on which the Con-
ference adjourns, the Policy Committee shall
publish and deliver to the chief executive of-
ficers of the States a preliminary report on
the Conference. Comments on the prelimi-
nary report of the Conference shall be ac-
cepted by the Policy Committee.

‘‘(b) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than 6
months after the date on which the Con-
ference adjourns, the Policy Committee shall
publish and transmit to the President and to
Congress recommendations resulting from
the Conference and suggestions for any ad-
ministrative action and legislation nec-
essary to implement the recommendations
contained within the report.’’; and

(7) in section 206 (as redesignated by para-
graph (2))—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking paragraph
(1) and inserting the following:

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to
be appropriated to carry out this section—

‘‘(A) such sums as may be necessary for the
first fiscal year in which the Policy Com-
mittee plans the Conference and for the fol-
lowing fiscal year; and

‘‘(B) such sums as may be necessary for the
fiscal year in which the Conference is held.’’;
and

(B) in subsection (b)—
(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘section

203(c)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 202(c)’’; and
(ii) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘Decem-

ber 31, 1995’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2005’’.
TITLE III—AMENDMENTS TO TITLE III OF

THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965
SEC. 301. PURPOSE.

Section 301 of the Older Americans Act of
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3021) is amended by adding at
the end the following:

‘‘(d)(1) Any funds received under an allot-
ment as described in section 304(a), or funds
contributed toward the non-Federal share
under section 304(d), shall be used only for
activities and services to benefit older indi-
viduals and other individuals as specifically
provided for in this title.

‘‘(2) No provision of this title shall be con-
strued as prohibiting a State agency or area

agency on aging from providing services by
using funds from sources not described in
paragraph (1).’’.
SEC. 302. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 303 of the Older Americans Act of
1965 (42 U.S.C 3023) is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (a)(1) and insert-
ing the following:

‘‘(a)(1) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out part B (relating to sup-
portive services) such sums as may be nec-
essary for fiscal year 2001, and such sums as
may be necessary for each of the 4 suc-
ceeding fiscal years.’’;

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(b)(1) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out subpart 1 of part C (re-
lating to congregate nutrition services) such
sums as may be necessary for fiscal year
2001, and such sums as may be necessary for
each of the 4 succeeding fiscal years.

‘‘(2) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out subpart 2 of part C (re-
lating to home delivered nutrition services)
such sums as may be necessary for fiscal
year 2001, and such sums as may be necessary
for each of the 4 succeeding fiscal years.’’;
and

(3) by striking subsections (d) through (g)
and inserting the following:

‘‘(d) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out part D (relating to dis-
ease prevention and health promotion serv-
ices) such sums as may be necessary for fis-
cal year 2001, and such sums as may be nec-
essary for each of the 4 succeeding fiscal
years.

‘‘(e)(1) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out part E (relating to fam-
ily caregiver support) $125,000,000 for fiscal
year 2001 if the aggregate amount appro-
priated under subsection (a)(1) (relating to
part B, supportive services), paragraphs (1)
(relating to subpart 1 of part C, congregate
nutrition services) and (2) (relating to sub-
part 2 of part C, home delivered nutrition
services) of subsection (b), and (d) (relating
to part D, disease prevention and health pro-
motion services) of this section for fiscal
year 2001 is not less than the aggregate
amount appropriated under subsection (a)(1),
paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (b), and
subsection (d) of section 303 of the Older
Americans Act of 1965 for fiscal year 2000.

‘‘(2) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out part E (relating to fam-
ily caregiver support) such sums as may be
necessary for each of the 4 succeeding fiscal
years.

‘‘(3) Of the funds appropriated under para-
graphs (1) and (2)—

‘‘(A) 4 percent of such funds shall be re-
served to carry out activities described in
section 375; and

‘‘(B) 1 percent of such funds shall be re-
served to carry out activities described in
section 376.’’.
SEC. 303. ALLOTMENT; FEDERAL SHARE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 304 of the Older
Americans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3024) is
amended by striking subsection (a) and in-
serting the following:

‘‘(a)(1) From the sums appropriated under
subsections (a) through (d) of section 303 for
each fiscal year, each State shall be allotted
an amount which bears the same ratio to
such sums as the population of older individ-
uals in such State bears to the population of
older individuals in all States.

‘‘(2) In determining the amounts allotted
to States from the sums appropriated under
section 303 for a fiscal year, the Assistant
Secretary shall first determine the amount
allotted to each State under paragraph (1)
and then proportionately adjust such
amounts, if necessary, to meet the require-
ments of paragraph (3).

‘‘(3)(A) No State shall be allotted less than
1⁄2 of 1 percent of the sum appropriated for
the fiscal year for which the determination
is made.

‘‘(B) Guam and the United States Virgin
Islands shall each be allotted not less than 1⁄4
of 1 percent of the sum appropriated for the
fiscal year for which the determination is
made.

‘‘(C) American Samoa and the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands shall
each be allotted not less than 1⁄16 of 1 percent
of the sum appropriated for the fiscal year
for which the determination is made. For the
purposes of the exception contained in sub-
paragraph (A) only, the term ‘‘State’’ does
not include Guam, American Samoa, the
United States Virgin Islands, and the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands.

‘‘(D) No State shall be allotted less than
the total amount allotted to the State for
fiscal year 2000 and no State shall receive a
percentage increase above the fiscal year
2000 allotment that is less than 20 percent of
the percentage increase above the fiscal year
2000 allotments for all of the States.

‘‘(4) The number of individuals aged 60 or
older in any State and in all States shall be
determined by the Assistant Secretary on
the basis of the most recent data available
from the Bureau of the Census, and other re-
liable demographic data satisfactory to the
Assistant Secretary.

‘‘(5) State allotments for a fiscal year
under this section shall be proportionally re-
duced to the extent that appropriations may
be insufficient to provide the full allotments
of the prior year.’’.

(b) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR REALLOT-
MENT.—Section 304(b) of the Older Americans
Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3024(b)) is amended in
the first sentence by striking ‘‘part B or C’’
and inserting ‘‘part B or C, or subpart 1 of
part E,’’.
SEC. 304. ORGANIZATION.

Section 305(a) of the Older Americans Act
of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3025(a)) is amended by—

(1) in paragraph (1)(E), by inserting ‘‘and
older individuals residing in rural areas’’
after ‘‘low-income minority individuals’’
each place it appears; and

(2) in paragraph (2)—
(A) in subparagraph (E) by striking ‘‘,’’ and

inserting ‘‘and older individuals residing in
rural areas,’’ after ‘‘low-income minority in-
dividuals’’;

(B) in subparagraph (G)(i) by inserting
‘‘and older individuals residing in rural
areas’’ after ‘‘low-income minority older in-
dividuals’’; and

(C) in subparagraph (G)(ii) by inserting
‘‘and older individuals residing in rural
areas’’ after ‘‘low-income minority individ-
uals’’.
SEC. 305. AREA PLANS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 306(a) of the
Older Americans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C.
3026(a)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and older
individuals residing in rural areas’’ after
‘‘low-income minority individuals’’ in each
place it appears;

(2) in paragraph (2)—
(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph

(A), by striking ‘‘section 307(a)(22)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘section 307(a)(2)’’;

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘serv-
ices (homemaker’’ and all that follows
through ‘‘maintenance, and’’ and inserting
‘‘services, including’’; and

(C) in the matter following subparagraph
(C), by striking ‘‘and specify annually in
such plan, as submitted or as amended,’’ and
inserting ‘‘and assurances that the area
agency on aging will report annually to the
State agency’’;

(3) in paragraph (3)(A), by striking ‘‘para-
graph (6)(E)(ii)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph
(6)(C)’’;
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(4)(A) by striking paragraph (4); and
(B) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-

graph (4);
(5) in paragraph (4)(A)(i) (as redesignated)

by inserting ‘‘and older individuals residing
in rural areas’’ after ‘‘low-income minority
individuals’’;

(6) in paragraph (4)(A)(ii) (as redesignated)
by inserting ‘‘and older individuals residing
in rural areas’’ after ‘‘low-income minority
individuals’’ each place it appears;

(7) in paragraph (4)(B)(i) (as redesignated)
by inserting ‘‘and older individuals residing
in rural areas’’ after ‘‘low-income minority
individuals’’ each place it appears;

(8) in paragraph (4)(C) (as redesignated) by
inserting ‘‘and older individuals residing in
rural areas’’ after ‘‘low-income minority
older individuals’’;

(9) by inserting after paragraph (4) (as re-
designated by paragraph (3)) the following:

‘‘(5) provide assurances that the area agen-
cy on aging will coordinate planning, identi-
fication, assessment of needs, and provision
of services for older individuals with disabil-
ities, with particular attention to individ-
uals with severe disabilities, with agencies
that develop or provide services for individ-
uals with disabilities;’’;

(10) in paragraph (6)—
(A) by striking subparagraphs (A), (B), (G),

(I), (J), (K), (L), (O), (P), (Q), (R), and (S);
(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (C),

(D), (E), (F), (H), (M), and (N) as subpara-
graphs (A), (B), (C), (D), (E), (F), and (G), re-
spectively;

(C) in subparagraph (C) (as redesignated by
subparagraph (B)), by striking ‘‘or adults’’
and inserting ‘‘, assistance to older individ-
uals caring for relatives who are children’’;

(D) in subparagraph (D) (as redesignated by
subparagraph (B)), by inserting ‘‘and older
individuals residing in rural areas’’ after
‘‘minority individuals’’; and

(E) in subparagraph (F) (as redesignated by
subparagraph (B)), by adding ‘‘and’’ after the
semicolon;

(11) by striking paragraphs (7) through (13)
and inserting the following:

‘‘(7) provide that the area agency on aging
will facilitate the coordination of commu-
nity-based, long-term care services designed
to enable older individuals to remain in their
homes, by means including—

‘‘(A) development of case management
services as a component of the long-term
care services, consistent with the require-
ments of paragraph (8);

‘‘(B) involvement of long-term care pro-
viders in the coordination of such services;
and

‘‘(C) increasing community awareness of
and involvement in addressing the needs of
residents of long-term care facilities;

‘‘(8) provide that case management serv-
ices provided under this title through the
area agency on aging will—

‘‘(A) not duplicate case management serv-
ices provided through other Federal and
State programs;

‘‘(B) be coordinated with services described
in subparagraph (A); and

‘‘(C) be provided by a public agency or a
nonprofit private agency that—

‘‘(i) gives each older individual seeking
services under this title a list of agencies
that provide similar services within the ju-
risdiction of the area agency on aging;

‘‘(ii) gives each individual described in
clause (i) a statement specifying that the in-
dividual has a right to make an independent
choice of service providers and documents
receipt by such individual of such statement;

‘‘(iii) has case managers acting as agents
for the individuals receiving the services and
not as promoters for the agency providing
such services; or

‘‘(iv) is located in a rural area and obtains
a waiver of the requirements described in
clauses (i) through (iii);

‘‘(9) provide assurances that the area agen-
cy on aging, in carrying out the State Long-
Term Care Ombudsman program under sec-
tion 307(a)(9), will expend not less than the
total amount of funds appropriated under
this Act and expended by the agency in fiscal
year 2000 in carrying out such a program
under this title;

‘‘(10) provide a grievance procedure for
older individuals who are dissatisfied with or
denied services under this title;

‘‘(11) provide information and assurances
concerning services to older individuals who
are Native Americans (referred to in this
paragraph as ‘older Native Americans’),
including—

‘‘(A) information concerning whether there
is a significant population of older Native
Americans in the planning and service area
and if so, an assurance that the area agency
on aging will pursue activities, including
outreach, to increase access of those older
Native Americans to programs and benefits
provided under this title;

‘‘(B) an assurance that the area agency on
aging will, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, coordinate the services the agency
provides under this title with services pro-
vided under title VI; and

‘‘(C) an assurance that the area agency on
aging will make services under the area plan
available, to the same extent as such serv-
ices are available to older individuals within
the planning and service area, to older Na-
tive Americans; and

‘‘(12) provide that the area agency on aging
will establish procedures for coordination of
services with entities conducting other Fed-
eral or federally assisted programs for older
individuals at the local level, with particular
emphasis on entities conducting programs
described in section 203(b) within the plan-
ning and service area.’’;

(12) by redesignating paragraph (14) as
paragraph (13);

(13) by inserting after paragraph (13) (as re-
designated by paragraph (7)) the following:

‘‘(14) provide assurances that funds re-
ceived under this title will not be used to
pay any part of a cost (including an adminis-
trative cost) incurred by the area agency on
aging to carry out a contract or commercial
relationship that is not carried out to imple-
ment this title; and

‘‘(15) provide assurances that preference in
receiving services under this title will not be
given by the area agency on aging to par-
ticular older individuals as a result of a con-
tract or commercial relationship that is not
carried out to implement this title.’’; and

(14) by striking paragraphs (17) through
(20).

(b) WAIVERS.—Section 306(b) of the Older
Americans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3026(b)) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘(1)’’ and
inserting before the period ‘‘and had con-
ducted a timely public hearing upon re-
quest’’; and

(2) by striking paragraph (2).
SEC. 306. STATE PLANS.

Section 307(a) of the Older Americans Act
of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3027(a)) is amended—

(1) by striking paragraphs (1) through (5)
and inserting the following:

‘‘(1) The plan shall—
‘‘(A) require each area agency on aging

designated under section 305(a)(2)(A) to de-
velop and submit to the State agency for ap-
proval, in accordance with a uniform format
developed by the State agency, an area plan
meeting the requirements of section 306; and

‘‘(B) be based on such area plans.
‘‘(2) The plan shall provide that the State

agency will—

‘‘(A) evaluate, using uniform procedures
described in section 202(a)(29), the need for
supportive services (including legal assist-
ance pursuant to 307(a)(11), information and
assistance, and transportation services), nu-
trition services, and multipurpose senior
centers within the State;

‘‘(B) develop a standardized process to de-
termine the extent to which public or pri-
vate programs and resources (including vol-
unteers and programs and services of vol-
untary organizations) that have the capacity
and actually meet such need; and

‘‘(C) specify a minimum proportion of the
funds received by each area agency on aging
in the State to carry out part B that will be
expended (in the absence of a waiver under
sections 306(b) or 316) by such area agency on
aging to provide each of the categories of
services specified in section 306(a)(2).

‘‘(3) The plan shall—
‘‘(A) include (and may not be approved un-

less the Assistant Secretary approves) the
statement and demonstration required by
paragraphs (2) and (4) of section 305(d) (con-
cerning intrastate distribution of funds); and

‘‘(B) with respect to services for older indi-
viduals residing in rural areas—

‘‘(i) provide assurances that the State
agency will spend for each fiscal year, not
less than the amount expended for such serv-
ices for fiscal year 2000;

‘‘(ii) identify, for each fiscal year to which
the plan applies, the projected costs of pro-
viding such services (including the cost of
providing access to such services); and

‘‘(iii) describe the methods used to meet
the needs for such services in the fiscal year
preceding the first year to which such plan
applies.

‘‘(4) The plan shall provide that the State
agency will conduct periodic evaluations of,
and public hearings on, activities and
projects carried out in the State under this
title and title VII, including evaluations of
the effectiveness of services provided to indi-
viduals with greatest economic need, great-
est social need, or disabilities, with par-
ticular attention to low-income minority in-
dividuals and older individuals residing in
rural areas.

‘‘(5) The plan shall provide that the State
agency will—

‘‘(A) afford an opportunity for a hearing
upon request, in accordance with published
procedures, to any area agency on aging sub-
mitting a plan under this title, to any pro-
vider of (or applicant to provide) services;

‘‘(B) issue guidelines applicable to griev-
ance procedures required by section
306(a)(10); and

‘‘(C) afford an opportunity for a public
hearing, upon request, by any area agency on
aging, by any provider of (or applicant to
provide) services, or by any recipient of serv-
ices under this title regarding any waiver re-
quest, including those under section 316.’’;

(2) in paragraph (7), by striking subpara-
graph (C);

(3) by striking paragraphs (8) and (9) and
inserting the following:

‘‘(8)(A) The plan shall provide that no sup-
portive services, nutrition services, or in-
home services will be directly provided by
the State agency or an area agency on aging
in the State, unless, in the judgment of the
State agency—

‘‘(i) provision of such services by the State
agency or the area agency on aging is nec-
essary to assure an adequate supply of such
services;

‘‘(ii) such services are directly related to
such State agency’s or area agency on
aging’s administrative functions; or

‘‘(iii) such services can be provided more
economically, and with comparable quality,
by such State agency or area agency on
aging.
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‘‘(B) Regarding case management services,

if the State agency or area agency on aging
is already providing case management serv-
ices (as of the date of submission of the plan)
under a State program, the plan may specify
that such agency is allowed to continue to
provide case management services.

‘‘(C) The plan may specify that an area
agency on aging is allowed to directly pro-
vide information and assistance services and
outreach.

‘‘(9) The plan shall provide assurances that
the State agency will carry out, through the
Office of the State Long-Term Care Ombuds-
man, a State Long-Term Care Ombudsman
program in accordance with section 712 and
this title, and will expend for such purpose
an amount that is not less than an amount
expended by the State agency with funds re-
ceived under this title for fiscal year 2000,
and an amount that is not less than the
amount expended by the State agency with
funds received under title VII for fiscal year
2000.’’;

(4) by striking paragraph (10) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(10) The plan shall provide assurances
that the special needs of older individuals re-
siding in rural areas will be taken into con-
sideration and shall describe how those needs
have been met and describe how funds have
been allocated to meet those needs.’’;

(5) by striking paragraphs (11), (12), (13),
and (14);

(6) by redesignating paragraphs (15) and
(16) as paragraphs (11) and (12), respectively;

(7) by striking paragraph (17);
(8) by redesignating paragraph (18) as para-

graph (13);
(9) by striking paragraph (19);
(10) by redesignating paragraph (20) as

paragraph (14);
(11) by striking paragraphs (21) and (22);
(12) by redesignating paragraphs (23), (24),

(25), and (26) as paragraphs (15), (16), (17), and
(18), respectively;

(13) in paragraph (16) (as redesignated by
paragraph (12)), by inserting ‘‘and older indi-
viduals residing in rural areas’’ after ‘‘low-
income minority individuals’’ each place it
appears;

(14) in paragraph (17) (as redesignated by
paragraph (12)), by inserting ‘‘to enhance
services’’ before ‘‘and develop collaborative
programs’’;

(15) in paragraph (18) (as redesignated by
paragraph (12)), by striking ‘‘section
306(a)(6)(I)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 306(a)(7)’’;

(16) by striking paragraphs (27), (28), (29),
and (31);

(17) by redesignating paragraphs (30) and
(32) as paragraphs (19) and (20), respectively;

(18) by striking paragraphs (33), (34), and
(35) and inserting the following:

‘‘(21) The plan shall—
‘‘(A) provide an assurance that the State

agency will coordinate programs under this
title and programs under title VI, if applica-
ble; and

‘‘(B) provide an assurance that the State
agency will pursue activities to increase ac-
cess by older individuals who are Native
Americans to all aging programs and bene-
fits provided by the agency, including pro-
grams and benefits provided under this title,
if applicable, and specify the ways in which
the State agency intends to implement the
activities.’’;

(19) by redesignating paragraph (36) as
paragraph (22);

(20) by striking paragraphs (37), (38), (39),
(40), and (43);

(21) by redesignating paragraphs (41), (42),
and (44) as paragraphs (23), (24), and (25), re-
spectively; and

(22) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(26) The plan shall provide assurances

that funds received under this title will not

be used to pay any part of a cost (including
an administrative cost) incurred by the
State agency or an area agency on aging to
carry out a contract or commercial relation-
ship that is not carried out to implement
this title.’’.
SEC. 307. PLANNING, COORDINATION, EVALUA-

TION, AND ADMINISTRATION OF
STATE PLANS.

Section 308(b) of the Older Americans Act
of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3028(b)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (4)—
(A) in subparagraph (A)—
(i) by striking ‘‘in its plan under section

307(a)(13) regarding Part C of this title,’’; and
(ii) by striking ‘‘30 percent’’ and inserting

‘‘40 percent’’;
(B) in subparagraph (B)—
(i) by striking ‘‘for fiscal year 1993, 1994,

1995, or 1996’’ and inserting ‘‘for any fiscal
year’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘to satisfy such need—’’
and all that follows and inserting ‘‘to satisfy
such need an additional 10 percent of the
funds so received by a State and attributable
to funds appropriated under paragraph (1) or
(2) of section 303(b).’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(C) A State’s request for a waiver under

subparagraph (B) shall—
‘‘(i) be not more than 1 page in length;
‘‘(ii) include a request that the waiver be

granted;
‘‘(iii) specify the amount of the funds re-

ceived by a State and attributable to funds
appropriated under paragraph (1) or (2) of
section 303(b), over the permissible 40 per-
cent referred to in subparagraph (A), that
the State requires to satisfy the need for
services under subpart 1 or 2 of part C; and

‘‘(iv) not include a request for a waiver
with respect to an amount if the transfer of
the amount would jeopardize the appropriate
provision of services under subpart 1 or 2 of
part C.’’; and

(2) by striking paragraph (5) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(5)(A)Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this title, of the funds received by a
State attributable to funds appropriated
under subsection (a)(1), and paragraphs (1)
and (2) of subsection (b), of section 303, the
State may elect to transfer not more than 30
percent for any fiscal year between programs
under part B and part C, for use as the State
considers appropriate. The State shall notify
the Assistant Secretary of any such election.

‘‘(B) At a minimum, the notification de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) shall include a
description of the amount to be transferred,
the purposes of the transfer, the need for the
transfer, and the impact of the transfer on
the provision of services from which the
funding will be transferred.’’.
SEC. 308. AVAILABILITY OF DISASTER RELIEF

FUNDS TO TRIBAL ORGANIZATIONS.
Section 310 of the Older Americans Act of

1965 (42 U.S.C. 3030) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraph (1)—
(i) by inserting ‘‘(or to any tribal organiza-

tion receiving a grant under title VI)’’ after
‘‘any State’’; and

(ii) by inserting ‘‘(or funds used by such
tribal organization)’’ before ‘‘for the delivery
of supportive services’’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and such
tribal organizations’’ after ‘‘States’’; and

(C) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘or such
tribal organization’’ after ‘‘State’’ each place
it appears; and

(2) in subsections (b)(1) and (c), by insert-
ing ‘‘and such tribal organizations’’ after
‘‘States’’.
SEC. 309. NUTRITION SERVICES INCENTIVE PRO-

GRAM.
Section 311 of the Older Americans Act of

1965 (42 U.S.C. 3030a) is amended—

(1) in the section heading, by striking
‘‘AVAILABILITY OF SURPLUS COMMODITIES’’ and
inserting ‘‘NUTRITION SERVICES INCENTIVE
PROGRAM’’;

(2) by redesignating subsections (a), (b),
(c), and (d) as subsections (c), (d), (e), and (f),
respectively;

(3) by inserting before subsection (c) (as re-
designated by paragraph (2)) the following:

‘‘(a) The purpose of this section is to pro-
vide incentives to encourage and reward ef-
fective performance by States and tribal or-
ganizations in the efficient delivery of nutri-
tious meals to older individuals.

‘‘(b)(1) The Secretary of Agriculture shall
allot and provide in the form of cash or com-
modities or a combination thereof (at the
discretion of the State) to each State agency
with a plan approved under this title for a
fiscal year, and to each grantee with an ap-
plication approved under title VI for such
fiscal year, an amount bearing the same
ratio to the total amount appropriated for
such fiscal year under subsection (e) as the
number of meals served in the State under
such plan approved for the preceding fiscal
year (or the number of meals served by the
title VI grantee, under such application ap-
proved for such preceding fiscal year), bears
to the total number of such meals served in
all States and by all title VI grantees under
all such plans and applications approved for
such preceding fiscal year.

‘‘(2) For purposes of paragraph (1), in the
case of a grantee that has an application ap-
proved under title VI for a fiscal year but
that did not receive assistance under this
section for the preceding fiscal year, the
number of meals served by the title VI
grantee for the preceding fiscal year shall be
deemed to equal the number of meals that
the Assistant Secretary estimates will be
served by the title VI grantee in the fiscal
year for which the application was ap-
proved.’’;

(4) in subsection (c) (as redesignated by
paragraph (2)), by striking paragraph (4);

(5) in subsection (d) (as redesignated by
paragraph (2)), by striking ‘‘Notwith-
standing’’ through ‘‘election’’ and inserting
‘‘In any case in which a State elects to re-
ceive cash payments,’’;

(6) in subsection (d) (as redesignated by
paragraph (2)), by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(4) Among the commodities delivered
under subsection (c), the Secretary of Agri-
culture shall give special emphasis to high
protein foods. The Secretary of Agriculture,
in consultation with the Assistant Sec-
retary, is authorized to prescribe the terms
and conditions respecting the donating of
commodities under this subsection.’’; and

(7) by striking subsection (e) (as redesig-
nated by paragraph (2)) and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(e) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out this section (other than
subsection (c)(1)) such sums as may be nec-
essary for fiscal year 2001 and such sums as
may be necessary for each of the 4 suc-
ceeding fiscal years.’’.
SEC. 310. CONSUMER CONTRIBUTIONS AND WAIV-

ERS.
Part A of title III (42 U.S.C. 3021 et seq.) is

amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘SEC. 315. CONSUMER CONTRIBUTIONS.

‘‘(a) COST SHARING.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in

paragraphs (2) and (3), a State is permitted
to implement cost sharing for all services
funded by this Act by recipients of the serv-
ices.

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—The State is not per-
mitted to implement the cost sharing de-
scribed in paragraph (1) for the following
services:
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‘‘(A) Information and assistance, outreach,

benefits counseling, or case management
services.

‘‘(B) Ombudsman, elder abuse prevention,
legal assistance, or other consumer protec-
tion services.

‘‘(C) Congregate and home delivered meals.
‘‘(D) Any services delivered through tribal

organizations.
‘‘(3) PROHIBITIONS.—A State or tribal orga-

nization shall not permit the cost sharing
described in paragraph (1) for any services
delivered through tribal organizations. A
State shall not permit cost sharing by a low-
income older individual if the income of such
individual is at or below the Federal poverty
line. A State may exclude from cost sharing
low-income individuals whose incomes are
above the Federal poverty line. A State shall
not consider any assets, savings, or other
property owned by older individuals when de-
fining low-income individuals who are ex-
empt from cost sharing, when creating a
sliding scale for the cost sharing, or when
seeking contributions from any older indi-
vidual.

‘‘(4) PAYMENT RATES.—If a State permits
the cost sharing described in paragraph (1),
such State shall establish a sliding scale,
based solely on individual income and the
cost of delivering services.

‘‘(5) REQUIREMENTS.—If a State permits the
cost sharing described in paragraph (1), such
State shall require each area agency on
aging in the State to ensure that each serv-
ice provider involved, and the area agency on
aging, will—

‘‘(A) protect the privacy and confiden-
tiality of each older individual with respect
to the declaration or nondeclaration of indi-
vidual income and to any share of costs paid
or unpaid by an individual;

‘‘(B) establish appropriate procedures to
safeguard and account for cost share pay-
ments;

‘‘(C) use each collected cost share payment
to expand the service for which such pay-
ment was given;

‘‘(D) not consider assets, savings, or other
property owned by an older individual in de-
termining whether cost sharing is permitted;

‘‘(E) not deny any service for which funds
are received under this Act for an older indi-
vidual due to the income of such individual
or such individual’s failure to make a cost
sharing payment;

‘‘(F) determine the eligibility of older indi-
viduals to cost share solely by a confidential
declaration of income and with no require-
ment for verification; and

‘‘(G) widely distribute State created writ-
ten materials in languages reflecting the
reading abilities of older individuals that de-
scribe the criteria for cost sharing, the
State’s sliding scale, and the mandate de-
scribed under subparagraph (E).

‘‘(6) WAIVER.—An area agency on aging
may request a waiver to the State’s cost
sharing policies, and the State shall approve
such a waiver if the area agency on aging
can adequately demonstrate that—

‘‘(A) a significant proportion of persons re-
ceiving services under this Act subject to
cost sharing in the planning and service area
have incomes below the threshold estab-
lished in State policy; or

‘‘(B) cost sharing would be an unreasonable
administrative or financial burden upon the
area agency on aging.

‘‘(b) VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Voluntary contributions

shall be allowed and may be solicited for all
services for which funds are received under
this Act provided that the method of solici-
tation is noncoercive.

‘‘(2) LOCAL DECISION.—The area agency on
aging shall consult with the relevant service
providers and older individuals in agency’s

planning and service area in a State to deter-
mine the best method for accepting vol-
untary contributions under this subsection.

‘‘(3) PROHIBITED ACTS.—The area agency on
aging and service providers shall not means
test for any service for which contributions
are accepted or deny services to any indi-
vidual who does not contribute to the cost of
the service.

‘‘(4) REQUIRED ACTS.—The area agency on
aging shall ensure that each service provider
will—

‘‘(A) provide each recipient with an oppor-
tunity to voluntarily contribute to the cost
of the service;

‘‘(B) clearly inform each recipient that
there is no obligation to contribute and that
the contribution is purely voluntary;

‘‘(C) protect the privacy and confiden-
tiality of each recipient with respect to the
recipient’s contribution or lack of contribu-
tion;

‘‘(D) establish appropriate procedures to
safeguard and account for all contributions;
and

‘‘(E) use all collected contributions to ex-
pand the service for which the contributions
were given.

‘‘(c) PARTICIPATION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The State and area agen-

cies on aging, in conducting public hearings
on State and area plans, shall solicit the
views of older individuals, providers, and
other stakeholders on implementation of
cost-sharing in the service area or the State.

‘‘(2) PLANS.—Prior to the implementation
of cost sharing under subsection (a), each
State and area agency on aging shall develop
plans that are designed to ensure that the
participation of low-income older individuals
(with particular attention to low-income mi-
nority individuals and older individuals re-
siding in rural areas) receiving services will
not decrease with the implementation of the
cost sharing under such subsection.

‘‘(d) EVALUATION.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of the Older
Americans Act Amendments of 2000, and an-
nually thereafter, the Assistant Secretary
shall conduct a comprehensive evaluation of
practices for cost sharing to determine its
impact on participation rates with par-
ticular attention to low-income and minor-
ity older individuals and older individuals
residing in rural areas. If the Assistant Sec-
retary finds that there is a disparate impact
upon low-income or minority older individ-
uals or older individuals residing in rural
areas in any State or region within the State
regarding the provision of services, the As-
sistant Secretary shall take corrective ac-
tion to assure that such services are pro-
vided to all older individuals without regard
to the cost sharing criteria.
‘‘SEC. 316. WAIVERS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary
may waive any of the provisions specified in
subsection (b) with respect to a State, upon
receiving an application by the State agency
containing or accompanied by documenta-
tion sufficient to establish, to the satisfac-
tion of the Assistant Secretary, that—

‘‘(1) approval of the State legislature has
been obtained or is not required with respect
to the proposal for which waiver is sought;

‘‘(2) the State agency has collaborated
with the area agencies on aging in the State
and other organizations that would be af-
fected with respect to the proposal for which
waiver is sought;

‘‘(3) the proposal has been made available
for public review and comment, including
the opportunity for a public hearing upon re-
quest, within the State (and a summary of
all of the comments received has been in-
cluded in the application); and

‘‘(4) the State agency has given adequate
consideration to the probable positive and

negative consequences of approval of the
waiver application, and the probable benefits
for older individuals can reasonably be ex-
pected to outweigh any negative con-
sequences, or particular circumstances in
the State otherwise justify the waiver.

‘‘(b) REQUIREMENTS SUBJECT TO WAIVER.—
The provisions of this title that may be
waived under this section are—

‘‘(1) any provision of sections 305, 306, and
307 requiring statewide uniformity of pro-
grams carried out under this title, to the ex-
tent necessary to permit demonstrations, in
limited areas of a State, of innovative ap-
proaches to assist older individuals;

‘‘(2) any area plan requirement described in
section 306(a) if granting the waiver will pro-
mote innovations or improve service deliv-
ery and will not diminish services already
provided under this Act;

‘‘(3) any State plan requirement described
in section 307(a) if granting the waiver will
promote innovations or improve service de-
livery and will not diminish services already
provided under this Act;

‘‘(4) any restriction under paragraph (5) of
section 308(b), on the amount that may be
transferred between programs carried out
under part B and part C; and

‘‘(5) the requirement of section 309(c) that
certain amounts of a State allotment be used
for the provision of services, with respect to
a State that reduces expenditures under the
State plan of the State (but only to the ex-
tent that the non-Federal share of the ex-
penditures is not reduced below any min-
imum specified in section 304(d) or any other
provision of this title).

‘‘(c) DURATION OF WAIVER.—The applica-
tion by a State agency for a waiver under
this section shall include a recommendation
as to the duration of the waiver (not to ex-
ceed the duration of the State plan of the
State). The Assistant Secretary, in granting
such a waiver, shall specify the duration of
the waiver, which may be the duration rec-
ommended by the State agency or such
shorter time period as the Assistant Sec-
retary finds to be appropriate.

‘‘(d) REPORTS TO SECRETARY.—With respect
to each waiver granted under this section,
not later than 1 year after the expiration of
such waiver, and at any time during the
waiver period that the Assistant Secretary
may require, the State agency shall prepare
and submit to the Assistant Secretary a re-
port evaluating the impact of the waiver on
the operation and effectiveness of programs
and services provided under this title.’’.
SEC. 311. SUPPORTIVE SERVICES AND SENIOR

CENTERS.
Section 321 of the Older Americans Act of

1965 (42 U.S.C. 3030d) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘or both’’

and inserting ‘‘and services provided by an
area agency on aging, in conjunction with
local transportation service providers, public
transportation agencies, and other local gov-
ernment agencies, that result in increased
provision of such transportation services for
older individuals’’;

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘or (D)’’
and all that follows and inserting ‘‘or (D) to
assist older individuals in obtaining housing
for which assistance is provided under pro-
grams of the Department of Housing and
Urban Development;’’;

(C) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘includ-
ing’’ and all that follows and inserting the
following: ‘‘including—

‘‘(A) client assessment, case management
services, and development and coordination
of community services;

‘‘(B) supportive activities to meet the spe-
cial needs of caregivers, including caretakers
who provide in-home services to frail older
individuals; and



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H10589October 24, 2000
‘‘(C) in-home services and other commu-

nity services, including home health, home-
maker, shopping, escort, reader, and letter
writing services, to assist older individuals
to live independently in a home environ-
ment;’’;

(D) in paragraph (12), by inserting before
the semicolon the following: ‘‘, and including
the coordination of the services with pro-
grams administered by or receiving assist-
ance from the Department of Labor, includ-
ing programs carried out under the Work-
force Investment Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2801 et
seq.)’’;

(E) in paragraph (21), by striking ‘‘or’’;
(F) by inserting after paragraph (21) the

following:
‘‘(22) in-home services for frail older indi-

viduals, including individuals with Alz-
heimer’s disease and related disorders with
neurological and organic brain dysfunction,
and their families, including in-home serv-
ices defined by a State agency in the State
plan submitted under section 307, taking into
consideration the age, economic need, and
noneconomic and nonhealth factors contrib-
uting to the frail condition and need for
services of the individuals described in this
paragraph, and in-home services defined by
an area agency on aging in the area plan sub-
mitted under section 306.’’;

(G) by redesignating paragraph (22) as
paragraph (23); and

(H) in paragraph (23) (as redesignated by
subparagraph (G)), by inserting ‘‘necessary
for the general welfare of older individuals’’
before the semicolon; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(c) In carrying out the provisions of this

part, to more efficiently and effectively de-
liver services to older individuals, each area
agency on aging shall coordinate services de-
scribed in subsection (a) with other commu-
nity agencies and voluntary organizations
providing the same services. In coordinating
the services, the area agency on aging shall
make efforts to coordinate the services with
agencies and organizations carrying out
intergenerational programs or projects.

‘‘(d) Funds made available under this part
shall supplement, and not supplant, any Fed-
eral, State, or local funds expended by a
State or unit of general purpose local gov-
ernment (including an area agency on aging)
to provide services described in subsection
(a).’’.
SEC. 312. NUTRITION SERVICES.

(a) REPEAL.—Subpart 3 of part C of title III
of the Older Americans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C.
3030g–11 et seq.) is repealed.

(b) REDESIGNATION.—Part C of title III of
the Older Americans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C.
3030e et seq.) is amended by redesignating
subpart 4 as subpart 3.

(c) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—Section 331(2)
of the Older Americans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C.
3030e(2)) is amended by inserting ‘‘, including
adult day care facilities and
multigenerational meal sites’’ before the
semi-colon.
SEC. 313. NUTRITION REQUIREMENTS.

Subpart 4 of part C of title III of the Older
Americans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3030g-21) is
amended by striking section 339 and insert-
ing the following:
‘‘SEC. 339. NUTRITION.

‘‘A State that establishes and operates a
nutrition project under this chapter shall—

‘‘(1) solicit the advice of a dietitian or indi-
vidual with comparable expertise in the
planning of nutritional services, and

‘‘(2) ensure that the project—
‘‘(A) provides meals that—
‘‘(i) comply with the Dietary Guidelines for

Americans, published by the Secretary and
the Secretary of Agriculture,

‘‘(ii) provide to each participating older
individual—

‘‘(I) a minimum of 33 1⁄3 percent of the daily
recommended dietary allowances as estab-
lished by the Food and Nutrition Board of
the Institute of Medicine of the National
Academy of Sciences, if the project provides
1 meal per day,

‘‘(II) a minimum of 662⁄3 percent of the al-
lowances if the project provides 2 meals per
day, and

‘‘(III) 100 percent of the allowances if the
project provides 3 meals per day, and

‘‘(iii) to the maximum extent practicable,
are adjusted to meet any special dietary
needs of program participants,

‘‘(B) provides flexibility to local nutrition
providers in designing meals that are appeal-
ing to program participants,

‘‘(C) encourages providers to enter into
contracts that limit the amount of time
meals must spend in transit before they are
consumed,

‘‘(D) where feasible, encourages arrange-
ments with schools and other facilities serv-
ing meals to children in order to promote
intergenerational meal programs,

‘‘(E) provides that meals, other than in-
home meals, are provided in settings in as
close proximity to the majority of eligible
older individuals’ residences as feasible,

‘‘(F) comply with applicable provisions of
State or local laws regarding the safe and
sanitary handling of food, equipment, and
supplies used in the storage, preparation,
service, and delivery of meals to an older in-
dividual,

‘‘(G) ensures that meal providers carry out
such project with the advice of dietitians (or
individuals with comparable expertise), meal
participants, and other individuals knowl-
edgeable with regard to the needs of older in-
dividuals,

‘‘(H) ensures that each participating area
agency on aging establishes procedures that
allow nutrition project administrators the
option to offer a meal, on the same basis as
meals provided to participating older indi-
viduals, to individuals providing volunteer
services during the meal hours, and to indi-
viduals with disabilities who reside at home
with and accompany older individuals eligi-
ble under this chapter,

‘‘(I) ensures that nutrition services will be
available to older individuals and to their
spouses, and may be made available to indi-
viduals with disabilities who are not older
individuals but who reside in housing facili-
ties occupied primarily by older individuals
at which congregate nutrition services are
provided, and

‘‘(J) provide for nutrition screening and,
where appropriate, for nutrition education
and counseling.
SEC. 314. IN-HOME SERVICES AND ADDITIONAL

ASSISTANCE.
Title III of the Older Americans Act of 1965

(42 U.S.C. 3021 et seq.) is amended—
(1) by repealing parts D and E; and
(2) by redesignating part F as part D.

SEC. 315. DEFINITION.
Section 363 of the Older Americans Act of

1965 (42 U.S.C. 3030o) is repealed.
SEC. 316. NATIONAL FAMILY CAREGIVER SUP-

PORT PROGRAM.
Title III of the Older Americans Act of 1965

(42 U.S.C. 3021 et seq.) is amended—
(1) by repealing part G; and
(2) by inserting after part D (as redesig-

nated by section 313(2)) the following:
‘‘PART E—NATIONAL FAMILY CAREGIVER

SUPPORT PROGRAM
‘‘SEC. 371. SHORT TITLE.

‘‘This part may be cited as the ‘National
Family Caregiver Support Act’.

‘‘Subpart 1—Caregiver Support Program
‘‘SEC. 372. DEFINITIONS.

‘‘In this subpart:

‘‘(1) CHILD.—The term ‘child’ means an in-
dividual who is not more than 18 years of
age.

‘‘(2) FAMILY CAREGIVER.—The term ‘family
caregiver’ means an adult family member, or
another individual, who is an informal pro-
vider of in-home and community care to an
older individual.

‘‘(3) GRANDPARENT OR OLDER INDIVIDUAL
WHO IS A RELATIVE CAREGIVER.—The term
‘grandparent or older individual who is a rel-
ative caregiver’ means a grandparent or
stepgrandparent of a child, or a relative of a
child by blood or marriage, who is 60 years of
age or older and—

‘‘(A) lives with the child;
‘‘(B) is the primary caregiver of the child

because the biological or adoptive parents
are unable or unwilling to serve as the pri-
mary caregiver of the child; and

‘‘(C) has a legal relationship to the child,
as such legal custody or guardianship, or is
raising the child informally.

‘‘SEC. 373. PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary
shall carry out a program for making grants
to States with State plans approved under
section 307, to pay for the Federal share of
the cost of carrying out State programs, to
enable area agencies on aging, or entities
that such area agencies on aging contract
with, to provide multifaceted systems of sup-
port services—

‘‘(1) for family caregivers; and
‘‘(2) for grandparents or older individuals

who are relative caregivers.
‘‘(b) SUPPORT SERVICES.—The services pro-

vided, in a State program under subsection
(a), by an area agency on aging, or entity
that such agency has contracted with, shall
include—

‘‘(1) information to caregivers about avail-
able services;

‘‘(2) assistance to caregivers in gaining ac-
cess to the services;

‘‘(3) individual counseling, organization of
support groups, and caregiver training to
caregivers to assist the caregivers in making
decisions and solving problems relating to
their caregiving roles;

‘‘(4) respite care to enable caregivers to be
temporarily relieved from their caregiving
responsibilities; and

‘‘(5) supplemental services, on a limited
basis, to complement the care provided by
caregivers.

‘‘(c) POPULATION SERVED; PRIORITY.—
‘‘(1) POPULATION SERVED.—Services under a

State program under this subpart shall be
provided to family caregivers, and grand-
parents and older individuals who are rel-
ative caregivers, and who—

‘‘(A) are described in paragraph (1) or (2) of
subsection (a); and

‘‘(B) with regard to the services specified
in paragraphs (4) and (5) of subsection (b), in
the case of a caregiver described in para-
graph (1), is providing care to an older indi-
vidual who meets the condition specified in
subparagraph (A)(i) or (B) of section 102(28).

‘‘(2) PRIORITY.—In providing services under
this subpart, the State shall give priority for
services to older individuals with greatest
social and economic need, (with particular
attention to low-income older individuals)
and older individuals providing care and sup-
port to persons with mental retardation and
related developmental disabilities (as de-
fined in section 102 of the Developmental
Disabilities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act
(42 U.S.C. 6001)) (referred to in this subpart
as ‘developmental disabilities’).

‘‘(d) COORDINATION WITH SERVICE PRO-
VIDERS.—In carrying out this subpart, each
area agency on aging shall coordinate the ac-
tivities of the agency, or entity that such
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agency has contracted with, with the activi-
ties of other community agencies and vol-
untary organizations providing the types of
services described in subsection (b).

‘‘(e) QUALITY STANDARDS AND MECHANISMS
AND ACCOUNTABILITY.—

‘‘(1) QUALITY STANDARDS AND MECHA-
NISMS.—The State shall establish standards
and mechanisms designed to assure the qual-
ity of services provided with assistance made
available under this subpart.

‘‘(2) DATA AND RECORDS.—The State shall
collect data and maintain records relating to
the State program in a standardized format
specified by the Assistant Secretary. The
State shall furnish the records to the Assist-
ant Secretary, at such time as the Assistant
Secretary may require, in order to enable
the Assistant Secretary to monitor State
program administration and compliance, and
to evaluate and compare the effectiveness of
the State programs.

‘‘(3) REPORTS.—The State shall prepare and
submit to the Assistant Secretary reports on
the data and records required under para-
graph (2), including information on the serv-
ices funded under this subpart, and standards
and mechanisms by which the quality of the
services shall be assured.

‘‘(f) CAREGIVER ALLOTMENT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(A) From sums appropriated under sec-

tion 303(e) for fiscal years 2001 through 2005,
the Assistant Secretary shall allot amounts
among the States proportionately based on
the population of individuals 70 years of age
or older in the States.

‘‘(B) In determining the amounts allotted
to States from the sums appropriated under
section 303 for a fiscal year, the Assistant
Secretary shall first determine the amount
allotted to each State under subparagraph
(A) and then proportionately adjust such
amounts, if necessary, to meet the require-
ments of paragraph (2).

‘‘(C) The number of individuals 70 years of
age or older in any State and in all States
shall be determined by the Assistant Sec-
retary on the basis of the most recent data
available from the Bureau of the Census and
other reliable demographic data satisfactory
to the Assistant Secretary.

‘‘(2) MINIMUM ALLOTMENT.—
‘‘(A) The amounts allotted under para-

graph (1) shall be reduced proportionately to
the extent necessary to increase other allot-
ments under such paragraph to achieve the
amounts described in subparagraph (B).

‘‘(B)(i) Each State shall be allotted 1⁄2 of 1
percent of the amount appropriated for the
fiscal year for which the determination is
made.

‘‘(ii) Guam and the Virgin Islands of the
United States shall each be allotted 1⁄4 of 1
percent of the amount appropriated for the
fiscal year for which the determination is
made.

‘‘(iii) American Samoa and the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands shall
each be allotted 1⁄16 of 1 percent of the
amount appropriated for the fiscal year for
which the determination is made.

‘‘(C) For the purposes of subparagraph
(B)(i), the term ‘State’ does not include
Guam, American Samoa, the Virgin Islands
of the United States, and the Commonwealth
of the Northern Mariana Islands.

‘‘(g) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—
‘‘(1) USE OF FUNDS FOR ADMINISTRATION OF

AREA PLANS.—Amounts made available to a
State to carry out the State program under
this subpart may be used, in addition to
amounts available in accordance with sec-
tion 303(c)(1), for costs of administration of
area plans.

‘‘(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section

304(d)(1)(D), the Federal share of the cost of

carrying out a State program under this sub-
part shall be 75 percent.

‘‘(B) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Fed-
eral share of the cost shall be provided from
State and local sources.

‘‘(C) LIMITATION.—A State may use not
more than 10 percent of the total Federal
and non-Federal share available to the State
to provide support services to grandparents
and older individuals who are relative care-
givers.
‘‘SEC. 374. MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.

‘‘Funds made available under this subpart
shall supplement, and not supplant, any Fed-
eral, State, or local funds expended by a
State or unit of general purpose local gov-
ernment (including an area agency on aging)
to provide services described in section 373.

‘‘Subpart 2—National Innovation Programs
‘‘SEC. 375. INNOVATION GRANT PROGRAM.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary
shall carry out a program for making grants
on a competitive basis to foster the develop-
ment and testing of new approaches to sus-
taining the efforts of families and other in-
formal caregivers of older individuals, and to
serving particular groups of caregivers of
older individuals, including low-income care-
givers and geographically distant caregivers
and linking family support programs with
the State entity or agency that administers
or funds programs for persons with mental
retardation or related developmental disabil-
ities and their families.

‘‘(b) EVALUATION AND DISSEMINATION OF RE-
SULTS.—The Assistant Secretary shall pro-
vide for evaluation of the effectiveness of
programs and activities funded with grants
made under this section, and for dissemina-
tion to States of descriptions and evalua-
tions of such programs and activities, to en-
able States to incorporate successful ap-
proaches into their programs carried out
under this part.

‘‘(c) SUNSET PROVISION.—This section shall
be effective for 3 fiscal years after the date
of enactment of the Older Americans Act
Amendments of 2000.
‘‘SEC. 376. ACTIVITIES OF NATIONAL SIGNIFI-

CANCE.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary

shall, directly or by grant or contract, carry
out activities of national significance to pro-
mote quality and continuous improvement
in the support provided to family and other
informal caregivers of older individuals
through program evaluation, training, tech-
nical assistance, and research.

‘‘(b) SUNSET PROVISION.—This section shall
be effective for 3 fiscal years after the date
of enactment of the Older Americans Act
Amendments of 2000.’’.
TITLE IV—TRAINING, RESEARCH, AND

DISCRETIONARY PROJECTS AND PRO-
GRAMS

SEC. 401. PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS
Title IV of the Older Americans Act of 1965

(42 U.S.C. 3030aa et seq.) is amended to read
as follows:
‘‘SEC. 401. PURPOSES.

‘‘The purposes of this title are—
‘‘(1) to expand the Nation’s knowledge and

understanding of the older population and
the aging process;

‘‘(2) to design, test, and promote the use of
innovative ideas and best practices in pro-
grams and services for older individuals;

‘‘(3) to help meet the needs for trained per-
sonnel in the field of aging; and

‘‘(4) to increase awareness of citizens of all
ages of the need to assume personal responsi-
bility for their own longevity.

‘‘PART A—GRANT PROGRAMS
‘‘SEC. 411. PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of car-
rying out this section, the Assistant Sec-

retary may make grants to and enter into
contracts with States, public agencies, pri-
vate nonprofit agencies, institutions of high-
er education, and organizations, including
tribal organizations, for—

‘‘(1) education and training to develop an
adequately trained workforce to work with
and on behalf of older individuals;

‘‘(2) applied social research and analysis to
improve access to and delivery of services for
older individuals;

‘‘(3) evaluation of the performance of the
programs, activities, and services provided
under this section;

‘‘(4) the development of methods and prac-
tices to improve the quality and effective-
ness of the programs, services, and activities
provided under this section;

‘‘(5) the demonstration of new approaches
to design, deliver, and coordinate programs
and services for older individuals;

‘‘(6) technical assistance in planning, de-
veloping, implementing, and improving the
programs, services, and activities provided
under this section;

‘‘(7) coordination with the designated
State agency described in section
101(a)(2)(A)(i) of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973 (29 U.S.C. 721(a)(2)(A)(i)) to provide serv-
ices to older individuals who are blind as de-
scribed in such Act;

‘‘(8) the training of graduate level profes-
sionals specializing in the mental health
needs of older individuals; and

‘‘(9) any other activities that the Assistant
Secretary determines will achieve the objec-
tives of this section.

‘‘(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section such sums as may be
necessary for fiscal year 2001, and such sums
as may be necessary for subsequent fiscal
years.

‘‘SEC. 412. CAREER PREPARATION FOR THE
FIELD OF AGING.

‘‘(a) GRANTS.—The Assistant Secretary
shall make grants to institutions of higher
education, historically Black colleges or uni-
versities, Hispanic Centers of Excellence in
Applied Gerontology, and other educational
institutions that serve the needs of minority
students, to provide education and training
to prepare students for careers in the field of
aging.

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of sub-
section (a):

‘‘(1) HISPANIC CENTER OF EXCELLENCE IN AP-
PLIED GERONTOLOGY.—The term ‘Hispanic
Center of Excellence in Applied Gerontology’
means an institution of higher education
with a program in applied gerontology that—

‘‘(A) has a significant number of Hispanic
individuals enrolled in the program, includ-
ing individuals accepted for enrollment in
the program;

‘‘(B) has been effective in assisting His-
panic students of the program to complete
the program and receive the degree involved;

‘‘(C) has been effective in recruiting His-
panic individuals to attend the program, in-
cluding providing scholarships and other fi-
nancial assistance to such individuals and
encouraging Hispanic students of secondary
educational institutions to attend the pro-
gram; and

‘‘(D) has made significant recruitment ef-
forts to increase the number and placement
of Hispanic individuals serving in faculty or
administrative positions in the program.

‘‘(2) HISTORICALLY BLACK COLLEGE OR UNI-
VERSITY.—The term ‘historically Black col-
lege or university’ has the meaning given the
term ‘part B institution’ in section 322(2) of
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
1061(2)).
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‘‘SEC. 413. OLDER INDIVIDUALS’ PROTECTION

FROM VIOLENCE PROJECTS.
‘‘(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Assistant

Secretary shall make grants to States, area
agencies on aging, nonprofit organizations,
or tribal organizations to carry out the ac-
tivities described in subsection (b).

‘‘(b) ACTIVITIES.—A State, an area agency
on aging, a nonprofit organization, or a trib-
al organization that receives a grant under
subsection (a) shall use such grant to—

‘‘(1) support projects in local communities,
involving diverse sectors of each community,
to coordinate activities concerning interven-
tion in and prevention of elder abuse, ne-
glect, and exploitation, including family vio-
lence and sexual assault, against older indi-
viduals;

‘‘(2) develop and implement outreach pro-
grams directed toward assisting older indi-
viduals who are victims of elder abuse, ne-
glect, and exploitation (including family vio-
lence and sexual assault, against older indi-
viduals), including programs directed toward
assisting the individuals in senior housing
complexes, nursing homes, board and care fa-
cilities, and senior centers;

‘‘(3) expand access to family violence and
sexual assault programs (including shelters,
rape crisis centers, and support groups), in-
cluding mental health services, safety plan-
ning and legal advocacy for older individuals
and encourage the use of senior housing, ho-
tels, or other suitable facilities or services
when appropriate as emergency short-term
shelters for older individuals who are the
victims of elder abuse, including family vio-
lence and sexual assault; or

‘‘(4) promote research on legal, organiza-
tional, or training impediments to providing
services to older individuals through shelters
and other programs, such as impediments to
provision of services in coordination with de-
livery of health care or services delivered
under this Act.

‘‘(c) PREFERENCE.—In awarding grants
under subsection (a), the Assistant Secretary
shall give preference to a State, an area
agency on aging, a nonprofit organization, or
a tribal organization that has the ability to
carry out the activities described in this sec-
tion and title VII of this Act.

‘‘(d) COORDINATION.—The Assistant Sec-
retary shall encourage each State, area
agency on aging, nonprofit organization, and
tribal organization that receives a grant
under subsection (a) to coordinate activities
provided under this section with activities
provided by other area agencies on aging,
tribal organizations, State adult protective
service programs, private nonprofit organi-
zations, and by other entities receiving funds
under title VII of this Act.
‘‘SEC. 414. HEALTH CARE SERVICE DEMONSTRA-

TION PROJECTS IN RURAL AREAS.
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—The Assistant Secretary,

after consultation with the State agency of
the State involved, shall make grants to eli-
gible public agencies and nonprofit private
organizations to pay part or all of the cost of
developing or operating model health care
service projects (including related home
health care services, adult day health care,
outreach, and transportation) through mul-
tipurpose senior centers that are located in
rural areas and that provide nutrition serv-
ices under section 331, to meet the health
care needs of medically underserved older in-
dividuals residing in such areas.

‘‘(b) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive
a grant under subsection (a), a public agency
or nonprofit private organization shall sub-
mit to the Assistant Secretary an applica-
tion containing such information and assur-
ances as the Secretary may require,
including—

‘‘(1) information describing the nature and
extent of the applicant’s—

‘‘(A) experience in providing medical serv-
ices of the type to be provided in the project
for which a grant is requested; and

‘‘(B) coordination and cooperation with—
‘‘(i) institutions of higher education having

graduate programs with capability in public
health, the medical sciences, psychology,
pharmacology, nursing, social work, health
education, nutrition, or gerontology, for the
purpose of designing and developing such
project; and

‘‘(ii) critical access hospitals (as defined in
section 1861(mm)(1) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395x(mm)(1)) and rural health
clinics (as defined in section 1861(aa)(2) of
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.
1395x(aa)(2)));

‘‘(2) assurances that the applicant will
carry out the project for which a grant is re-
quested, through a multipurpose senior cen-
ter located—

‘‘(A)(i) in a rural area that has a popu-
lation of less than 5,000; or

‘‘(ii) in a county that has fewer than 7 indi-
viduals per square mile; and

‘‘(B) in a State in which—
‘‘(i) not less than 331⁄3 of the population re-

sides in rural areas; and
‘‘(ii) not less than 5 percent of the popu-

lation resides in counties with fewer than 7
individuals per square mile;
as defined by and determined in accordance
with the most recent data available from the
Bureau of the Census; and

‘‘(3) assurances that the applicant will sub-
mit to the Assistant Secretary such evalua-
tions and reports as the Assistant Secretary
may require.

‘‘(c) REPORTS.—The Assistant Secretary
shall prepare and submit to the appropriate
committees of Congress a report that in-
cludes summaries of the evaluations and re-
ports required under subsection (b).
‘‘SEC. 415. COMPUTER TRAINING.

‘‘(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Assistant
Secretary, in consultation with the Assist-
ant Secretary of Commerce for Communica-
tions and Information, may award grants or
contracts to entities to provide computer
training and enhanced Internet access for
older individuals.

‘‘(b) PRIORITY.—If the Assistant Secretary
awards grants under subsection (a), the As-
sistant Secretary shall give priority to an
entity that—

‘‘(1) will provide services to older individ-
uals living in rural areas;

‘‘(2) has demonstrated expertise in pro-
viding computer training to older individ-
uals; or

‘‘(3) has demonstrated that it has a variety
of training delivery methods, including facil-
ity-based, computer-based, and Internet-
based training, that may facilitate a deter-
mination of the best method of training
older individuals.

‘‘(c) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION.—In awarding
grants under this section, the Assistant Sec-
retary shall give special consideration to ap-
plicants that have entered into a partnership
with 1 or more private entities providing
such applicants with donated information
technologies including software, hardware,
or training.

‘‘(d) USE OF FUNDS.—An entity that re-
ceives a grant or contract under subsection
(a) shall use funds received under such grant
or contract to provide training for older indi-
viduals that—

‘‘(1) relates to the use of computers and re-
lated equipment, in order to improve the
self-employment and employment-related
technology skills of older individuals, as well
as their ability to use the Internet; and

‘‘(2) is provided at senior centers, housing
facilities for older individuals, elementary
schools, secondary schools, and institutions
of higher education.

‘‘SEC. 416. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO IMPROVE
TRANSPORTATION FOR SENIORS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may
award grants or contracts to nonprofit orga-
nizations to improve transportation services
for older individuals.

‘‘(b) USE OF FUNDS.—A nonprofit organiza-
tion receiving a grant or contract under sub-
section (a) shall use funds received under
such grant or contract to provide technical
assistance to assist local transit providers,
area agencies on aging, senior centers and
local senior support groups to encourage and
facilitate coordination of Federal, State, and
local transportation services and resources
for older individuals. Such technical assist-
ance may include—

‘‘(1) developing innovative approaches for
improving access by older individuals to sup-
portive services;

‘‘(2) preparing and disseminating informa-
tion on transportation options and resources
for older individuals and organizations serv-
ing such individuals through establishing a
toll-free telephone number;

‘‘(3) developing models and best practices
for comprehensive integrated transportation
services for older individuals, including serv-
ices administered by the Secretary of Trans-
portation, by providing ongoing technical as-
sistance to agencies providing services under
title III and by assisting in coordination of
public and community transportation serv-
ices; and

‘‘(4) providing special services to link sen-
iors to transportation services not provided
under title III.
‘‘SEC. 417. DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS FOR

MULTIGENERATIONAL ACTIVITIES.
‘‘(a) GRANTS AND CONTRACTS.—The Assist-

ant Secretary may award grants and enter
into contracts with eligible organizations to
establish demonstration projects to provide
older individuals with multigenerational ac-
tivities.

‘‘(b) USE OF FUNDS.—An eligible organiza-
tion shall use funds made available under a
grant awarded, or a contract entered into,
under subsection (a)—

‘‘(1) to carry out a demonstration project
that provides multigenerational activities,
including any professional training appro-
priate to such activities for older individ-
uals; and

‘‘(2) to evaluate the project in accordance
with subsection (f).

‘‘(c) PREFERENCE.—In awarding grants and
entering into contracts under subsection (a),
the Assistant Secretary shall give preference
to—

‘‘(1) eligible organizations with a dem-
onstrated record of carrying out
multigenerational activities; and

‘‘(2) eligible organizations proposing
projects that will serve older individuals
with greatest economic need (with particular
attention to low-income minority individ-
uals and older individuals residing in rural
areas).

‘‘(d) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to re-
ceive a grant or enter into a contract under
subsection (a), an organization shall submit
an application to the Assistant Secretary at
such time, in such manner, and accompanied
by such information as the Assistant Sec-
retary may reasonably require.

‘‘(e) ELIGIBLE ORGANIZATIONS.—Organiza-
tions eligible to receive a grant or enter into
a contract under subsection (a) shall be orga-
nizations that employ, or provide opportuni-
ties for, older individuals in
multigenerational activities.

‘‘(f) LOCAL EVALUATION AND REPORT.—
‘‘(1) EVALUATION.—Each organization re-

ceiving a grant or a contract under sub-
section (a) to carry out a demonstration
project shall evaluate the multigenerational
activities assisted under the project to deter-
mine the effectiveness of the
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multigenerational activities, the impact of
such activities on child care and youth day
care programs, and the impact of such ac-
tivities on older individuals involved in such
project.

‘‘(2) REPORT.—The organization shall sub-
mit a report to the Assistant Secretary con-
taining the evaluation not later than 6
months after the expiration of the period for
which the grant or contract is in effect.

‘‘(g) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
6 months after the Assistant Secretary re-
ceives the reports described in subsection
(f)(2), the Assistant Secretary shall prepare
and submit to the Speaker of the House of
Representatives and the President pro tem-
pore of the Senate a report that assesses the
evaluations and includes, at a minimum—

‘‘(1) the names or descriptive titles of the
demonstration projects funded under sub-
section (a);

‘‘(2) a description of the nature and oper-
ation of the projects;

‘‘(3) the names and addresses of organiza-
tions that conducted the projects;

‘‘(4) a description of the methods and suc-
cess of the projects in recruiting older indi-
viduals as employees and volunteers to par-
ticipate in the projects;

‘‘(5) a description of the success of the
projects in retaining older individuals in-
volved in the projects as employees and as
volunteers; and

‘‘(6) the rate of turnover of older individual
employees and volunteers in the projects.

‘‘(h) DEFINITION.—As used in this section,
the term ‘multigenerational activity’ in-
cludes an opportunity to serve as a mentor
or adviser in a child care program, a youth
day care program, an educational assistance
program, an at-risk youth intervention pro-
gram, a juvenile delinquency treatment pro-
gram, or a family support program.
‘‘SEC. 418. NATIVE AMERICAN PROGRAMS.

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary

shall make grants or enter into contracts
with not fewer than 2 and not more than 4 el-
igible entities to establish and operate Re-
source Centers on Native American Elders
(referred to in this section as ‘Resource Cen-
ters’). The Assistant Secretary shall make
such grants or enter into such contracts for
periods of not less than 3 years.

‘‘(2) FUNCTIONS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Each Resource Center

that receives funds under this section shall—
‘‘(i) gather information;
‘‘(ii) perform research;
‘‘(iii) provide for the dissemination of re-

sults of the research; and
‘‘(iv) provide technical assistance and

training to entities that provide services to
Native Americans who are older individuals.

‘‘(B) AREAS OF CONCERN.—In conducting the
functions described in subparagraph (A), a
Resource Center shall focus on priority areas
of concern for the Resource Centers regard-
ing Native Americans who are older individ-
uals, which areas shall be—

‘‘(i) health problems;
‘‘(ii) long-term care, including in-home

care;
‘‘(iii) elder abuse; and
‘‘(iv) other problems and issues that the

Assistant Secretary determines are of par-
ticular importance to Native Americans who
are older individuals.

‘‘(3) PREFERENCE.—In awarding grants and
entering into contracts under paragraph (1),
the Assistant Secretary shall give preference
to institutions of higher education that have
conducted research on, and assessments of,
the characteristics and needs of Native
Americans who are older individuals.

‘‘(4) CONSULTATION.—In determining the
type of information to be sought from, and

activities to be performed by, Resource Cen-
ters, the Assistant Secretary shall consult
with the Director of the Office for American
Indian, Alaskan Native, and Native Hawaiian
Aging and with national organizations with
special expertise in serving Native Ameri-
cans who are older individuals.

‘‘(5) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—To be eligible to
receive a grant or enter into a contract
under paragraph (1), an entity shall be an in-
stitution of higher education with experience
conducting research and assessment on the
needs of older individuals.

‘‘(6) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Assistant
Secretary, with assistance from each Re-
source Center, shall prepare and submit to
the Speaker of the House of Representatives
and the President pro tempore of the Senate
an annual report on the status and needs, in-
cluding the priority areas of concern, of Na-
tive Americans who are older individuals.

‘‘(b) TRAINING GRANTS.—The Assistant Sec-
retary shall make grants and enter into con-
tracts to provide in-service training opportu-
nities and courses of instruction on aging to
Indian tribes through public or nonprofit In-
dian aging organizations and to provide an-
nually a national meeting to train directors
of programs under this title.
‘‘SEC. 419. MULTIDISCIPLINARY CENTERS.

‘‘(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Assistant
Secretary may make grants to public and
private nonprofit agencies, organizations,
and institutions for the purpose of estab-
lishing or supporting multidisciplinary cen-
ters of gerontology, and gerontology centers
of special emphasis (including emphasis on
nutrition, employment, health (including
mental health), disabilities (including severe
disabilities), income maintenance, coun-
seling services, supportive services, minority
populations, and older individuals residing in
rural areas).

‘‘(b) USE OF FUNDS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The centers described in

subsection (a) shall conduct research and
policy analysis and function as a technical
resource for the Assistant Secretary, policy-
makers, service providers, and Congress.

‘‘(2) MULTIDISCIPLINARY CENTERS.—The
multidisciplinary centers of gerontology de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall—

‘‘(A) recruit and train personnel;
‘‘(B) conduct basic and applied research to-

ward the development of information related
to aging;

‘‘(C) stimulate the incorporation of infor-
mation on aging into the teaching of biologi-
cal, behavioral, and social sciences at col-
leges and universities;

‘‘(D) help to develop training programs in
the field of aging at schools of public health,
education, social work, and psychology, and
other appropriate schools within colleges
and universities;

‘‘(E) serve as a repository of information
and knowledge on aging;

‘‘(F) provide consultation and information
to public and voluntary organizations, in-
cluding State agencies and area agencies on
aging, which serve the needs of older individ-
uals in planning and developing services pro-
vided under other provisions of this Act; and

‘‘(G) if appropriate, provide information re-
lating to assistive technology.

‘‘(c) DATA.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each center that re-

ceives a grant under subsection (a) shall pro-
vide data to the Assistant Secretary on the
projects and activities carried out with funds
received under such subsection.

‘‘(2) INFORMATION INCLUDED.—Such data de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall include—

‘‘(A) information on the number of per-
sonnel trained;

‘‘(B) information on the number of older
individuals served;

‘‘(C) information on the number of schools
assisted; and

‘‘(D) other information that will facilitate
achieving the objectives of this section.
‘‘SEC. 420. DEMONSTRATION AND SUPPORT

PROJECTS FOR LEGAL ASSISTANCE
FOR OLDER INDIVIDUALS.

‘‘(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Assistant
Secretary shall make grants and enter into
contracts, in order to—

‘‘(1) provide a national legal assistance
support system (operated by one or more
grantees or contractors) of activities to
State and area agencies on aging for pro-
viding, developing, or supporting legal as-
sistance for older individuals, including—

‘‘(A) case consultations;
‘‘(B) training;
‘‘(C) provision of substantive legal advice

and assistance; and
‘‘(D) assistance in the design, implementa-

tion, and administration of legal assistance
delivery systems to local providers of legal
assistance for older individuals; and

‘‘(2) support demonstration projects to ex-
pand or improve the delivery of legal assist-
ance to older individuals with social or eco-
nomic needs.

‘‘(b) ASSURANCES.—Any grants or con-
tracts made under subsection (a)(2) shall
contain assurances that the requirements of
section 307(a)(11) are met.

‘‘(c) ASSISTANCE.—To carry out sub-
section (a)(1), the Assistant Secretary shall
make grants to or enter into contracts with
national nonprofit organizations experienced
in providing support and technical assistance
on a nationwide basis to States, area agen-
cies on aging, legal assistance providers, om-
budsmen, elder abuse prevention programs,
and other organizations interested in the
legal rights of older individuals.
‘‘SEC. 421. OMBUDSMAN AND ADVOCACY DEM-

ONSTRATION PROJECTS.
‘‘(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Assistant

Secretary shall award grants to not fewer
than 3 and not more than 10 States to con-
duct demonstrations and evaluate coopera-
tive projects between the State long-term
care ombudsman program, legal assistance
agencies, and the State protection and advo-
cacy systems for individuals with develop-
mental disabilities and individuals with
mental illness, established under part C of
the Developmental Disabilities Assistance
and Bill of Rights Act (42 U.S.C. 6041 et seq.)
and under the Protection and Advocacy for
Mentally Ill Individuals Act of 1986 (42 U.S.C.
10801 et seq.).

‘‘(b) REPORT.—The Assistant Secretary
shall prepare and submit to Congress a re-
port containing the results of the evaluation
required by subsection (a). Such report shall
contain such recommendations as the Assist-
ant Secretary determines to be appropriate.

‘‘PART B—GENERAL PROVISIONS
‘‘SEC. 431. PAYMENT OF GRANTS.

‘‘(a) CONTRIBUTIONS.—To the extent the As-
sistant Secretary determines a contribution
to be appropriate, the Assistant Secretary
shall require the recipient of any grant or
contract under this title to contribute
money, facilities, or services for carrying
out the project for which such grant or con-
tract was made.

‘‘(b) PAYMENTS.—Payments under this
title pursuant to a grant or contract may be
made (after necessary adjustment, in the
case of grants, on account of previously
made overpayments or underpayments) in
advance or by way of reimbursement, and in
such installments and on such conditions, as
the Assistant Secretary may determine.

‘‘(c) CONSULTATION.—The Assistant Sec-
retary shall make no grant or contract under
this title in any State that has established
or designated a State agency for purposes of
title III unless the Assistant Secretary—
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‘‘(1) consults with the State agency prior

to issuing the grant or contract; and
‘‘(2) informs the State agency of the pur-

poses of the grant or contract when the
grant or contract is issued.
‘‘SEC. 432. RESPONSIBILITIES OF ASSISTANT SEC-

RETARY.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary

shall be responsible for the administration,
implementation, and making of grants and
contracts under this title and shall not dele-
gate authority under this title to any other
individual, agency, or organization.

‘‘(b) REPORT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 1

following each fiscal year, the Assistant Sec-
retary shall submit, to the Speaker of the
House of Representatives and the President
pro tempore of the Senate, a report for such
fiscal year that describes each project and
each program—

‘‘(A) for which funds were provided under
this title; and

‘‘(B) that was completed in the fiscal year
for which such report is prepared.

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—Such report shall
contain—

‘‘(A) the name or descriptive title of each
project or program;

‘‘(B) the name and address of the indi-
vidual or governmental entity that con-
ducted such project or program;

‘‘(C) a specification of the period through-
out which such project or program was con-
ducted;

‘‘(D) the identity of each source of funds
expended to carry out such project or pro-
gram and the amount of funds provided by
each such source;

‘‘(E) an abstract describing the nature and
operation of such project or program; and

‘‘(F) a bibliography identifying all pub-
lished information relating to such project
or program.

‘‘(c) EVALUATIONS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary

shall establish by regulation and implement
a process to evaluate the results of projects
and programs carried out under this title.

‘‘(2) RESULTS.—The Assistant Secretary
shall—

‘‘(A) make available to the public the re-
sults of each evaluation carried out under
paragraph (1); and

‘‘(B) use such evaluation to improve serv-
ices delivered, or the operation of projects
and programs carried out, under this Act.’’.

TITLE V—AMENDMENT TO TITLE V OF
THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965

SEC. 501. AMENDMENT TO TITLE V OF THE
OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965.

Title V of the Older Americans Act of 1965
(42 U.S.C. 3056 et seq.) is amended to read as
follows:

‘‘TITLE V—COMMUNITY SERVICE
EMPLOYMENT FOR OLDER AMERICANS

‘‘SEC. 501. SHORT TITLE.
‘‘This title may be cited as the ‘Older

American Community Service Employment
Act’.
‘‘SEC. 502. OLDER AMERICAN COMMUNITY SERV-

ICE EMPLOYMENT PROGRAM.
‘‘(a)(1) In order to foster and promote use-

ful part-time opportunities in community
service activities for unemployed low-income
persons who are 55 years or older and who
have poor employment prospects, and in
order to foster individual economic self-suffi-
ciency and to increase the number of persons
who may enjoy the benefits of unsubsidized
employment in both the public and private
sectors, the Secretary of Labor (hereinafter
in this title referred to as the ‘Secretary’) is
authorized to establish an older American
community service employment program.

‘‘(2) Amounts appropriated to carry out
this title shall be used only to carry out the
provisions contained in this title.

‘‘(b)(1) In order to carry out the provisions
of this title, the Secretary is authorized to
enter into agreements, subject to section 514,
with State and national public and private
nonprofit agencies and organizations, agen-
cies of a State government or a political sub-
division of a State (having elected or duly
appointed governing officials), or a combina-
tion of such political subdivisions, or tribal
organizations in order to further the pur-
poses and goals of the program. Such agree-
ments may include provisions for the pay-
ment of costs, as provided in subsection (c)
of this section, of projects developed by such
organizations and agencies in cooperation
with the Secretary in order to make the pro-
gram effective or to supplement the pro-
gram. No payment shall be made by the Sec-
retary toward the cost of any project estab-
lished or administered by any organization
or agency unless the Secretary determines
that such project—

‘‘(A) will provide employment only for eli-
gible individuals except for necessary tech-
nical, administrative, and supervisory per-
sonnel, but such personnel shall, to the full-
est extent possible, be recruited from among
eligible individuals;

‘‘(B)(i) will provide employment for eligi-
ble individuals in the community in which
such individuals reside, or in nearby commu-
nities; or

‘‘(ii) if such project is carried out by a trib-
al organization that enters into an agree-
ment under this subsection or receives as-
sistance from a State that enters into such
an agreement, will provide employment for
such individuals, including those who are In-
dians residing on an Indian reservation, as
the term is defined in section 2601(2) of the
Energy Policy Act of 1992 (25 U.S.C. 3501(2));

‘‘(C) will employ eligible individuals in
service related to publicly owned and oper-
ated facilities and projects, or projects spon-
sored by organizations, other than political
parties, exempt from taxation under the pro-
visions of section 501(c)(3) of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986, except projects involv-
ing the construction, operation, or mainte-
nance of any facility used or to be used as a
place for sectarian religious instruction or
worship;

‘‘(D) will contribute to the general welfare
of the community;

‘‘(E) will provide employment for eligible
individuals;

‘‘(F)(i) will result in an increase in employ-
ment opportunities over those opportunities
which would otherwise be available;

‘‘(ii) will not result in the displacement of
currently employed workers (including par-
tial displacement, such as a reduction in the
hours of nonovertime work or wages or em-
ployment benefits); and

‘‘(iii) will not impair existing contracts or
result in the substitution of Federal funds
for other funds in connection with work that
would otherwise be performed;

‘‘(G) will not employ or continue to employ
any eligible individual to perform work the
same or substantially the same as that per-
formed by any other person who is on layoff;

‘‘(H) will utilize methods of recruitment
and selection (including participating in a
one-stop delivery system as established
under section 134(c) of the Workforce Invest-
ment Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2864(c)) and list-
ing of job vacancies with the employment
agency operated by any State or political
subdivision thereof) which will assure that
the maximum number of eligible individuals
will have an opportunity to participate in
the project;

‘‘(I) will include such training as may be
necessary to make the most effective use of
the skills and talents of those individuals
who are participating, and will provide for
the payment of the reasonable expenses of

individuals being trained, including a rea-
sonable subsistence allowance;

‘‘(J) will assure that safe and healthy con-
ditions of work will be provided, and will as-
sure that persons employed in community
service and other jobs assisted under this
title shall be paid wages which shall not be
lower than whichever is the highest of—

‘‘(i) the minimum wage which would be ap-
plicable to the employee under the Fair
Labor Standards Act of 1938, if section 6(a)(1)
of such Act applied to the participant and if
the participant were not exempt under sec-
tion 13 thereof;

‘‘(ii) the State or local minimum wage for
the most nearly comparable covered employ-
ment; or

‘‘(iii) the prevailing rates of pay for per-
sons employed in similar public occupations
by the same employer;

‘‘(K) will be established or administered
with the advice of persons competent in the
field of service in which employment is being
provided, and of persons who are knowledge-
able with regard to the needs of older per-
sons;

‘‘(L) will authorize pay for necessary trans-
portation costs of eligible individuals which
may be incurred in employment in any
project funded under this title, in accordance
with regulations promulgated by the Sec-
retary;

‘‘(M) will assure that, to the extent fea-
sible, such project will serve the needs of mi-
nority, limited English-speaking, and Indian
eligible individuals, and eligible individuals
who have the greatest economic need, at
least in proportion to their numbers in the
State and take into consideration their rates
of poverty and unemployment;

‘‘(N)(i) will prepare an assessment of the
participants’ skills and talents and their
needs for services, except to the extent such
project has, for the participant involved, re-
cently prepared an assessment of such skills
and talents, and such needs, pursuant to an-
other employment or training program (such
as a program under the Workforce Invest-
ment Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2801 et seq.), the
Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical
Education Act of 1998 (20 U.S.C. 2301 et seq.),
or part A of title IV of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 601 et seq.));

‘‘(ii) will provide to eligible individuals
training and employment counseling based
on strategies that identify appropriate em-
ployment objectives and the need for sup-
portive services, developed as a result of the
assessment and service strategy provided for
in clause (i); and

‘‘(iii) will provide counseling to partici-
pants on their progress in meeting such ob-
jectives and satisfying their need for sup-
portive services;

‘‘(O) will provide appropriate services for
participants through the one-stop delivery
system as established under section 134(c) of
the Workforce Investment Act of 1998 (29
U.S.C. 2864(c)), and will be involved in the
planning and operations of such system pur-
suant to a memorandum of understanding
with the local workforce investment board in
accordance with section 121(c) of such Act (29
U.S.C. 2841(c));

‘‘(P) will post in such project workplace a
notice, and will make available to each per-
son associated with such project a written
explanation, clarifying the law with respect
to allowable and unallowable political ac-
tivities under chapter 15 of title 5, United
States Code, applicable to the project and to
each category of individuals associated with
such project and containing the address and
telephone number of the Inspector General of
the Department of Labor, to whom questions
regarding the application of such chapter
may be addressed;



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH10594 October 24, 2000
‘‘(Q) will provide to the Secretary the de-

scription and information described in para-
graphs (8) and (14) of section 112(b) of the
Workforce Investment Act of 1998; and

‘‘(R) will ensure that entities carrying out
activities under the project, including State
offices, local offices, subgrantees, sub-
contractors, or other affiliates of such orga-
nization or agency shall receive an amount
of the administration cost allocation that is
sufficient for the administrative activities
under the project to be carried out by such
State office, local office, subgrantee, subcon-
tractor, or other affiliate.

‘‘(2) The Secretary is authorized to estab-
lish, issue, and amend such regulations as
may be necessary to effectively carry out the
provisions of this title.

‘‘(3) The Secretary shall develop alter-
natives for innovative work modes and pro-
vide technical assistance in creating job op-
portunities through work sharing and other
experimental methods to labor organiza-
tions, groups representing business and in-
dustry and workers as well as to individual
employers, where appropriate.

‘‘(4)(A) An assessment and service strategy
provided for an eligible individual under this
title shall satisfy any condition for an as-
sessment and service strategy or individual
employment plan for an adult participant
under subtitle B of title I of the Workforce
Investment Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2811 et
seq.), in order to determine whether such in-
dividual qualifies for intensive or training
services described in section 134(d) of such
Act (29 U.S.C. 2864(d)), in accordance with
such Act.

‘‘(B) An assessment and service strategy or
individual employment plan provided for an
adult participant under subtitle B of title I
of the Workforce Investment Act of 1998 (29
U.S.C. 2811 et seq.) shall satisfy any condi-
tion for an assessment and service strategy
for an eligible individual under this title.

‘‘(c)(1) The Secretary is authorized to pay
a share, but not to exceed 90 percent of the
cost of any project which is the subject of an
agreement entered into under subsection (b)
of this section, except that the Secretary is
authorized to pay all of the costs of any such
project which is—

‘‘(A) an emergency or disaster project; or
‘‘(B) a project located in an economically

depressed area;
as determined by the Secretary in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Commerce and the
Secretary of Health and Human Services.

‘‘(2) The non-Federal share shall be in cash
or in kind. In determining the amount of the
non-Federal share, the Secretary is author-
ized to attribute fair market value to serv-
ices and facilities contributed from non-Fed-
eral sources.

‘‘(3) Of the amount for any project to be
paid by the Secretary under this subsection,
not more than 13.5 percent for any fiscal
year shall be available for paying the costs
of administration for such project, except
that—

‘‘(A) whenever the Secretary determines
that it is necessary to carry out the project
assisted under this title, based on informa-
tion submitted by the grantee with which
the Secretary has an agreement under sub-
section (b), the Secretary may increase the
amount available for paying the cost of ad-
ministration to an amount not more than 15
percent of the cost of such project; and

‘‘(B) whenever the grantee with which the
Secretary has an agreement under sub-
section (b) demonstrates to the Secretary
that—

‘‘(i) major administrative cost increases
are being incurred in necessary program
components, including liability insurance,
payments for workers’ compensation, costs
associated with achieving unsubsidized

placement goals, and other operation re-
quirements imposed by the Secretary;

‘‘(ii) the number of employment positions
in the project or the number of minority eli-
gible individuals participating in the project
will decline if the amount available for pay-
ing the cost of administration is not in-
creased; or

‘‘(iii) the size of the project is so small that
the amount of administrative expenses in-
curred to carry out the project necessarily
exceeds 13.5 percent of the amount for such
project;
the Secretary shall increase the amount
available for the fiscal year for paying the
cost of administration to an amount not
more than 15 percent of the cost of such
project.

‘‘(4) The costs of administration are the
costs, both personnel and non-personnel and
both direct and indirect, associated with the
following:

‘‘(A) The costs of performing overall gen-
eral administrative functions and providing
for the coordination of functions, such as—

‘‘(i) accounting, budgeting, financial, and
cash management functions;

‘‘(ii) procurement and purchasing func-
tions;

‘‘(iii) property management functions;
‘‘(iv) personnel management functions;
‘‘(v) payroll functions;
‘‘(vi) coordinating the resolution of find-

ings arising from audits, reviews, investiga-
tions, and incident reports;

‘‘(vii) audit functions;
‘‘(viii) general legal services functions; and
‘‘(ix) developing systems and procedures,

including information systems, required for
these administrative functions.

‘‘(B) The costs of performing oversight and
monitoring responsibilities related to admin-
istrative functions.

‘‘(C) The costs of goods and services re-
quired for administrative functions of the
program, including goods and services such
as rental or purchase of equipment, utilities,
office supplies, postage, and rental and main-
tenance of office space.

‘‘(D) The travel costs incurred for official
business in carrying out administrative ac-
tivities or overall management.

‘‘(E) The costs of information systems re-
lated to administrative functions (for exam-
ple, personnel, procurement, purchasing,
property management, accounting, and pay-
roll systems) including the purchase, sys-
tems development, and operating costs of
such systems.

‘‘(5) To the extent practicable, an entity
that carries out a project under this title
shall provide for the payment of the expenses
described in paragraph (4) from non-Federal
sources.

‘‘(6)(A) Amounts made available for a
project under this title that are not used to
pay for the cost of administration shall be
used to pay for the costs of programmatic
activities, including—

‘‘(i) enrollee wages and fringe benefits (in-
cluding physical examinations);

‘‘(ii) enrollee training, which may be pro-
vided prior to or subsequent to placement,
including the payment of reasonable costs of
instructors, classroom rental, training sup-
plies, materials, equipment, and tuition, and
which may be provided on the job, in a class-
room setting, or pursuant to other appro-
priate arrangements;

‘‘(iii) job placement assistance, including
job development and job search assistance;

‘‘(iv) enrollee supportive services to assist
an enrollee to successfully participate in a
project under this title, including the pay-
ment of reasonable costs of transportation,
health care and medical services, special job-
related or personal counseling, incidentals
(such as work shoes, badges, uniforms, eye-

glasses, and tools), child and adult care, tem-
porary shelter, and followup services; and

‘‘(v) outreach, recruitment and selection,
intake, orientation, and assessments.

‘‘(B) Not less than 75 percent of the funds
made available through a grant made under
this title shall be used to pay wages and ben-
efits for older individuals who are employed
under projects carried out under this title.

‘‘(d) Whenever a grantee conducts a project
within a planning and service area in a
State, such grantee shall conduct such
project in consultation with the area agency
on aging of the planning and service area and
shall submit to the State agency and the
area agency on aging a description of such
project to be conducted in the State, includ-
ing the location of the project, 90 days prior
to undertaking the project, for review and
public comment according to guidelines the
Secretary shall issue to assure efficient and
effective coordination of programs under
this title.

‘‘(e)(1) The Secretary, in addition to any
other authority contained in this title, shall
conduct projects designed to assure second
career training and the placement of eligible
individuals in employment opportunities
with private business concerns. The Sec-
retary shall enter into such agreements with
States, public agencies, nonprofit private or-
ganizations, and private business concerns as
may be necessary, to conduct the projects
authorized by this subsection to assure that
placement and training. The Secretary, from
amounts reserved under section 506(a)(1) in
any fiscal year, may pay all of the costs of
any agreements entered into under the pro-
visions of this subsection. The Secretary
shall, to the extent feasible, assure equitable
geographic distribution of projects author-
ized by this subsection.

‘‘(2) The Secretary shall issue, and amend
from time to time, criteria designed to as-
sure that agreements entered into under
paragraph (1) of this subsection—

‘‘(A) will involve different kinds of work
modes, such as flex-time, job sharing, and
other arrangements relating to reduced
physical exertion;

‘‘(B) will emphasize projects involving sec-
ond careers and job placement and give con-
sideration to placement in growth industries
in jobs reflecting new technological skills;
and

‘‘(C) require the coordination of projects
carried out under such agreements, with the
programs carried out under title I of the
Workforce Investment Act of 1998.

‘‘(f) The Secretary shall, on a regular basis,
carry out evaluations of the activities au-
thorized under this title, which may include
but are not limited to projects described in
subsection (e).
‘‘SEC. 503. ADMINISTRATION.

‘‘(a) STATE SENIOR EMPLOYMENT SERVICES
COORDINATION PLAN.—

‘‘(1) GOVERNOR SUBMITS PLAN.—The Gov-
ernor of each State shall submit annually to
the Secretary a State Senior Employment
Services Coordination Plan, containing such
provisions as the Secretary may require,
consistent with the provisions of this title,
including a description of the process used to
ensure the participation of individuals de-
scribed in paragraph (2).

‘‘(2) RECOMMENDATIONS.—In developing the
State plan prior to its submission to the Sec-
retary, the Governor shall obtain the advice
and recommendations of—

‘‘(A) individuals representing the State and
area agencies on aging in the State, and the
State and local workforce investment boards
established under title I of the Workforce In-
vestment Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2801 et seq.);

‘‘(B) individuals representing public and
private nonprofit agencies and organizations
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providing employment services, including
each grantee operating a project under this
title in the State; and

‘‘(C) individuals representing social service
organizations providing services to older in-
dividuals, grantees under title III of this Act,
affected communities, underserved older in-
dividuals, community-based organizations
serving the needs of older individuals, busi-
ness organizations, and labor organizations.

‘‘(3) COMMENTS.—Any State plan submitted
by a Governor in accordance with paragraph
(1) shall be accompanied by copies of public
comments relating to the plan received pur-
suant to paragraph (4) and a summary there-
of.

‘‘(4) PLAN PROVISIONS.—The State Senior
Employment Services Coordination Plan
shall identify and address—

‘‘(A) the relationship that the number of
eligible individuals in each area bears to the
total number of eligible individuals, respec-
tively, in that State;

‘‘(B) the relative distribution of individ-
uals residing in rural and urban areas within
the State;

‘‘(C) the relative distribution of—
‘‘(i) eligible individuals who are individuals

with greatest economic need;
‘‘(ii) eligible individuals who are minority

individuals; and
‘‘(iii) eligible individuals who are individ-

uals with greatest social need;
‘‘(D) consideration of the employment situ-

ations and the type of skills possessed by
local eligible individuals;

‘‘(E) the localities and populations for
which community service projects of the
type authorized by this title are most need-
ed; and

‘‘(F) plans for facilitating the coordination
of activities of grantees in the State under
this title with activities carried out in the
State under title I of the Workforce Invest-
ment Act of 1998.

‘‘(5) GOVERNOR’S RECOMMENDATIONS ON
GRANT PROPOSALS.—Prior to the submission
to the Secretary of any proposal for a grant
under this title for any fiscal year, the Gov-
ernor of each State in which projects are
proposed to be conducted under such grant
shall be afforded a reasonable opportunity to
submit recommendations to the Secretary—

‘‘(A) regarding the anticipated effect of
each such proposal upon the overall distribu-
tion of enrollment positions under this title
within the State (including such distribution
among urban and rural areas), taking into
account the total number of positions to be
provided by all grantees within the State;

‘‘(B) any recommendations for redistribu-
tion of positions to underserved areas as va-
cancies occur in previously encumbered posi-
tions in other areas; and

‘‘(C) in the case of any increase in funding
that may be available for use within the
State under this title for any fiscal year, any
recommendations for distribution of newly
available positions in excess of those avail-
able during the preceding year to under-
served areas.

‘‘(6) DISRUPTIONS.—In developing plans and
considering recommendations under this
subsection, disruptions in the provision of
community service employment opportuni-
ties for current enrollees shall be avoided, to
the greatest possible extent.

‘‘(7) DETERMINATION; REVIEW.—
‘‘(A) DETERMINATION.—In order to effec-

tively carry out the provisions of this title,
each State shall make available for public
comment its senior employment services co-
ordination plan. The Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the Assistant Secretary, shall re-
view the plan and public comments received
on the plan, and make a written determina-
tion with findings and a decision regarding
the plan.

‘‘(B) REVIEW.—The Secretary may review
on the Secretary’s own initiative or at the
request of any public or private agency or or-
ganization, or an agency of the State govern-
ment, the distribution of projects and serv-
ices under this title within the State includ-
ing the distribution between urban and rural
areas within the State. For each proposed re-
allocation of projects or services within a
State, the Secretary shall give notice and
opportunity for public comment.

‘‘(8) EXEMPTION.—The grantees serving
older American Indians under section
506(a)(3) will not be required to participate in
the State planning processes described in
this section but will collaborate with the
Secretary to develop a plan for projects and
services to older American Indians.

‘‘(b)(1) The Secretary of Labor and the As-
sistant Secretary shall coordinate the pro-
grams under this title and the programs
under other titles of this Act to increase job
opportunities available to older individuals.

‘‘(2) The Secretary shall coordinate the
program assisted under this title with pro-
grams authorized under the Workforce In-
vestment Act of 1998, the Community Serv-
ices Block Grant Act, the Rehabilitation Act
of 1973 (as amended by the Rehabilitation
Act Amendments of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 701 et
seq.)), the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and
Technical Education Act of 1998 (20 U.S.C.
2301 et seq.), the National and Community
Service Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12501 et seq.),
and the Domestic Volunteer Service Act of
1973 (42 U.S.C. 4950 et seq.). The Secretary
shall coordinate the administration of this
title with the administration of other titles
of this Act by the Assistant Secretary to in-
crease the likelihood that eligible individ-
uals for whom employment opportunities
under this title are available and who need
services under such titles receive such serv-
ices. Appropriations under this title shall
not be used to carry out any program under
the Workforce Investment Act of 1998, the
Community Services Block Grant Act, the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (as amended by
the Rehabilitation Act Amendments of 1998),
the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Tech-
nical Education Act of 1998, the National and
Community Service Act of 1990, or the Do-
mestic Volunteer Service Act of 1973. The
preceding sentence shall not be construed to
prohibit carrying out projects under this
title jointly with programs, projects, or ac-
tivities under any Act specified in such sen-
tence, or from carrying out section 512.

‘‘(3) The Secretary shall distribute to
grantees under this title, for distribution to
program enrollees, and at no cost to grantees
or enrollees, informational materials devel-
oped and supplied by the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission and other appro-
priate Federal agencies which the Secretary
determines are designed to help enrollees
identify age discrimination and understand
their rights under the Age Discrimination in
Employment Act of 1967.

‘‘(c) In carrying out the provisions of this
title, the Secretary is authorized to use,
with their consent, the services, equipment,
personnel, and facilities of Federal and other
agencies with or without reimbursement,
and on a similar basis to cooperate with
other public and private agencies and instru-
mentalities in the use of services, equip-
ment, and facilities.

‘‘(d) Payments under this title may be
made in advance or by way of reimbursement
and in such installments as the Secretary
may determine.

‘‘(e) The Secretary shall not delegate any
function of the Secretary under this title to
any other department or agency of the Fed-
eral Government.

‘‘(f)(1) The Secretary shall monitor
projects receiving financial assistance under

this title to determine whether the grantees
are complying with the provisions of and
regulations issued under this title, including
compliance with the statewide planning,
consultation, and coordination provisions
under this title.

‘‘(2) Each grantee receiving funds under
this title shall comply with the applicable
uniform cost principles and appropriate ad-
ministrative requirements for grants and
contracts that are applicable to the type of
entity receiving funds, as issued as circulars
or rules of the Office of Management and
Budget.

‘‘(3) Each grantee described in paragraph
(2) shall prepare and submit a report in such
manner and containing such information as
the Secretary may require regarding activi-
ties carried out under this title.

‘‘(4) Each grantee described in paragraph
(2) shall keep records that—

‘‘(A) are sufficient to permit the prepara-
tion of reports required pursuant to this
title;

‘‘(B) are sufficient to permit the tracing of
funds to a level of expenditure adequate to
ensure that the funds have not been spent
unlawfully; and

‘‘(C) contain any other information that
the Secretary determines to be appropriate.

‘‘(g) The Secretary shall establish by regu-
lation and implement a process to evaluate
the performance of projects and services,
pursuant to section 513, carried out under
this title. The Secretary shall report to Con-
gress and make available to the public the
results of each such evaluation and use such
evaluation to improve services delivered, or
the operation of projects carried out under
this title.
‘‘SEC. 504. PARTICIPANTS NOT FEDERAL EMPLOY-

EES.
‘‘(a) Eligible individuals who are employed

in any project funded under this title shall
not be considered to be Federal employees as
a result of such employment and shall not be
subject to the provisions of part III of title 5,
United States Code.

‘‘(b) No contract shall be entered into
under this title with a contractor who is, or
whose employees are, under State law, ex-
empted from operation of the State work-
men’s compensation law, generally applica-
ble to employees, unless the contractor shall
undertake to provide either through insur-
ance by a recognized carrier or by self-insur-
ance, as authorized by State law, that the
persons employed under the contract shall
enjoy workmen’s compensation coverage
equal to that provided by law for covered
employment.
‘‘SEC. 505. INTERAGENCY COOPERATION.

‘‘(a) The Secretary shall consult with, and
obtain the written views of, the Assistant
Secretary for Aging in the Department of
Health and Human Services prior to the es-
tablishment of rules or the establishment of
general policy in the administration of this
title.

‘‘(b) The Secretary shall consult and co-
operate with the Director of the Office of
Community Services, the Secretary of
Health and Human Services, and the heads of
other Federal agencies carrying out related
programs, in order to achieve optimal co-
ordination with such other programs. In car-
rying out the provisions of this section, the
Secretary shall promote programs or
projects of a similar nature. Each Federal
agency shall cooperate with the Secretary in
disseminating information relating to the
availability of assistance under this title and
in promoting the identification and interests
of individuals eligible for employment in
projects assisted under this title.

‘‘(c)(1) The Secretary shall promote and co-
ordinate carrying out projects under this
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title jointly with programs, projects, or ac-
tivities under other Acts, especially activi-
ties provided under the Workforce Invest-
ment Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2801 et seq.), in-
cluding activities provided through one-stop
delivery systems established under section
134(c) of such Act (29 U.S.C. 2864(c)), that pro-
vide training and employment opportunities
to eligible individuals.

‘‘(2) The Secretary shall consult with the
Secretary of Education to promote and co-
ordinate carrying out projects under this
title jointly with workforce investment ac-
tivities in which eligible individuals may
participate that are carried out under the
Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical
Education Act of 1998.
‘‘SEC. 506. DISTRIBUTION OF ASSISTANCE.

‘‘(a) RESERVATIONS.—
‘‘(1) RESERVATION FOR PRIVATE EMPLOY-

MENT PROJECTS.—From sums appropriated
under this title for each fiscal year, the Sec-
retary shall first reserve not more than 1.5
percent of the total amount of such sums for
the purpose of entering into agreements
under section 502(e), relating to improved
transition to private employment.

‘‘(2) RESERVATION FOR TERRITORIES.—From
sums appropriated under this title for each
fiscal year, the Secretary shall reserve 0.75
percent of the total amount of such sums, of
which—

‘‘(A) Guam, American Samoa, and the
United States Virgin Islands shall each re-
ceive 30 percent; and

‘‘(B) the Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands shall receive 10 percent.

‘‘(3) RESERVATION FOR ORGANIZATIONS.—The
Secretary shall reserve such sums as may be
necessary for national grants with public or
nonprofit national Indian aging organiza-
tions with the ability to provide employment
services to older Indians and with national
public or nonprofit Pacific Island and Asian
American aging organizations with the abil-
ity to provide employment to older Pacific
Island and Asian Americans.

‘‘(b) STATE ALLOTMENTS.—The allotment
for each State shall be the sum of the
amounts allotted for national grants in such
State under subsection (d) and for the grant
to such State under subsection (e).

‘‘(c) DIVISION BETWEEN NATIONAL GRANTS
AND GRANTS TO STATES.—From the sums ap-
propriated to carry out this title for any fis-
cal year that remain after amounts are re-
served under paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of
subsection (a), the Secretary shall divide the
remainder between national grants and
grants to States, as follows:

‘‘(1) RESERVATION OF FUNDS FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2000 LEVEL OF ACTIVITIES.—The Sec-
retary shall reserve the amounts necessary
to maintain the fiscal year 2000 level of ac-
tivities supported by public and private non-
profit agency and organization grantees that
operate under this title under national
grants from the Secretary, and the fiscal
year 2000 level of activities supported by
State grantees under this title, in proportion
to their respective fiscal year 2000 levels of
activities. In any fiscal year for which the
appropriations are insufficient to provide the
full amounts so required, then such amounts
shall be reduced proportionally.

‘‘(2) FUNDING IN EXCESS OF FISCAL YEAR 2000
LEVEL OF ACTIVITIES.—

‘‘(A) UP TO $35,000,000.—From the amounts
remaining after the application of paragraph
(1), the portion of such remaining amounts
up to the sum of $35,000,000 shall be divided
so that 75 percent shall be provided to State
grantees and 25 percent shall be provided to
public and private nonprofit agency and or-
ganization grantees that operate under this
title under national grants from the Sec-
retary.

‘‘(B) OVER $35,000,000.—Any amounts remain-
ing after the application of subparagraph (A)
shall be divided so that 50 percent shall be
provided to State grantees and 50 percent
shall be provided to public and private non-
profit agency and organization grantees that
operate under this title under national
grants from the Secretary.

‘‘(d) ALLOTMENTS FOR NATIONAL GRANTS.—
From the sums provided for national grants
under subsection (c), the Secretary shall
allot for public and private nonprofit agency
and organization grantees that operate
under this title under national grants from
the Secretary in each State, an amount that
bears the same ratio to such sums as the
product of the number of persons aged 55 or
over in the State and the allotment percent-
age of such State bears to the sum of the
corresponding product for all States, except
as follows:

‘‘(1) MINIMUM ALLOTMENT.—No State shall
be provided an amount under this subsection
that is less than 1⁄2 of 1 percent of the
amount provided under subsection (c) for
public and private nonprofit agency and or-
ganization grantees that operate under this
title under national grants from the Sec-
retary in all of the States.

‘‘(2) HOLD HARMLESS.—If the amount pro-
vided under subsection (c) is—

‘‘(A) equal to or less than the amount nec-
essary to maintain the fiscal year 2000 level
of activities, allotments for public and pri-
vate nonprofit agency and organization
grantees that operate under this title under
national grants from the Secretary in each
State shall be proportional to their fiscal
year 2000 level of activities; or

‘‘(B) greater than the amount necessary to
maintain the fiscal year 2000 level of activi-
ties, no State shall be provided a percentage
increase above the fiscal year 2000 level of
activities for public and private nonprofit
agency and organization grantees that oper-
ate under this title under national grants
from the Secretary in the State that is less
than 30 percent of such percentage increase
above the fiscal year 2000 level of activities
for public and private nonprofit agency and
organization grantees that operate under
this title under national grants from the
Secretary in all of the States.

‘‘(3) REDUCTION.—Allotments for States not
affected by paragraphs (1) and (2)(B) of this
subsection shall be reduced proportionally to
satisfy the conditions in such paragraphs.

‘‘(e) ALLOTMENTS FOR GRANTS TO STATES.—
From the sums provided for grants to States
under subsection (c), the Secretary shall
allot for the State grantee in each State an
amount that bears the same ratio to such
sums as the product of the number of persons
aged 55 or over in the State and the allot-
ment percentage of such State bears to the
sum of the corresponding product for all
States, except as follows:

‘‘(1) MINIMUM ALLOTMENT.—No State shall
be provided an amount under this subsection
that is less than 1⁄2 of 1 percent of the
amount provided under subsection (c) for
State grantees in all of the States.

‘‘(2) HOLD HARMLESS.—If the amount pro-
vided under subsection (c) is—

‘‘(A) equal to or less than the amount nec-
essary to maintain the fiscal year 2000 level
of activities, allotments for State grantees
in each State shall be proportional to their
fiscal year 2000 level of activities; or

‘‘(B) greater than the amount necessary to
maintain the fiscal year 2000 level of activi-
ties, no State shall be provided a percentage
increase above the fiscal year 2000 level of
activities for State grantees in the State
that is less than 30 percent of such percent-
age increase above the fiscal year 2000 level
of activities for State grantees in all of the
States.

‘‘(3) REDUCTION.—Allotments for States not
affected by paragraphs (1) and (2)(B) of this
subsection shall be reduced proportionally to
satisfy the conditions in such paragraphs.

‘‘(f) ALLOTMENT PERCENTAGE.—For the pur-
poses of subsections (d) and (e)—

‘‘(1) the allotment percentage of each State
shall be 100 percent less that percentage
which bears the same ratio to 50 percent as
the per capita income of such State bears to
the per capita income of the United States,
except that (A) the allotment percentage
shall in no case be more than 75 percent or
less than 33 percent, and (B) the allotment
percentage for the District of Columbia and
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico shall be
75 percent;

‘‘(2) the number of persons aged 55 or over
in any State and in all States, and the per
capita income in any State and in all States,
shall be determined by the Secretary on the
basis of the most satisfactory data available
to the Secretary; and

‘‘(3) for the purpose of determining the al-
lotment percentage, the term ‘United States’
means the 50 States and the District of Co-
lumbia.

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) COST PER AUTHORIZED POSITION.—The

term ‘cost per authorized position’ means
the sum of—

‘‘(A) the hourly minimum wage rate speci-
fied in section 6(a)(1) of the Fair Labor
Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 206(a)(1)) (as
amended), multiplied by the number of hours
equal to the product of 21 hours and 52
weeks;

‘‘(B) an amount equal to 11 percent of the
amount specified under subparagraph (A), for
the purpose of covering Federal payments for
fringe benefits; and

‘‘(C) an amount determined by the Sec-
retary, for the purpose of covering Federal
payments for the remainder of all other pro-
gram and administrative costs.

‘‘(2) FISCAL YEAR 2000 LEVEL OF ACTIVITIES.—
The term ‘fiscal year 2000 level of activities’
means—

‘‘(A) with respect to public and private
nonprofit agency and organization grantees
that operate under this title under national
grants from the Secretary, their level of ac-
tivities for fiscal year 2000, or the amount re-
maining after the application of section
514(e); and

‘‘(B) with respect to State grantees, their
level of activities for fiscal year 2000, or the
amount remaining after the application of
section 514(f).

‘‘(3) GRANTS TO STATES.—The term ‘grants
to States’ means grants under this title to
the States from the Secretary.

‘‘(4) LEVEL OF ACTIVITIES.—The term ‘level
of activities’ means the number of author-
ized positions multiplied by the cost per au-
thorized position.

‘‘(5) NATIONAL GRANTS.—The term ‘national
grants’ means grants to public and private
nonprofit agency and organization grantees
that operate under this title under national
grants from the Secretary.

‘‘(6) STATE.—The term ‘State’ does not in-
clude Guam, American Samoa, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, and
the United States Virgin Islands.

‘‘SEC. 507. EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION.

‘‘(a) INTERSTATE ALLOCATION.—The Sec-
retary, in awarding grants and contracts
under section 506, shall, to the extent fea-
sible, assure an equitable distribution of ac-
tivities under such grants and contracts, in
the aggregate, among the States, taking into
account the needs of underserved States.

‘‘(b) INTRASTATE ALLOCATION.—The amount
allocated for projects within each State
under section 506 shall be allocated among
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areas within the State in an equitable man-
ner, taking into consideration the State pri-
orities set out in the State plan pursuant to
section 503(a).
‘‘SEC. 508. REPORT.

‘‘In order to carry out the Secretary’s re-
sponsibilities for reporting in section 503(g),
the Secretary shall require the State agency
for each State receiving funds under this
title to prepare and submit a report at the
beginning of each fiscal year on such State’s
compliance with section 507(b). Such report
shall include the names and geographic loca-
tion of all projects assisted under this title
and carried out in the State and the amount
allocated to each such project under section
506.
‘‘SEC. 509. EMPLOYMENT ASSISTANCE AND FED-

ERAL HOUSING AND FOOD STAMP
PROGRAMS.

‘‘Funds received by eligible individuals
from projects carried out under the program
established in this title shall not be consid-
ered to be income of such individuals for pur-
poses of determining the eligibility of such
individuals, or of any other persons, to par-
ticipate in any housing program for which
Federal funds may be available or for any in-
come determination under the Food Stamp
Act of 1977.
‘‘SEC. 510. ELIGIBILITY FOR WORKFORCE INVEST-

MENT ACTIVITIES.
‘‘Eligible individuals under this title may

be deemed by local workforce investment
boards established under title I of the Work-
force Investment Act of 1998 to satisfy the
requirements for receiving services under
such title that are applicable to adults.
‘‘SEC. 511. TREATMENT OF ASSISTANCE.

‘‘Assistance furnished under this title shall
not be construed to be financial assistance
described in section 245A(h)(1)(A) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1255A(h)(1)(A)).
‘‘SEC. 512. COORDINATION WITH THE WORK-

FORCE INVESTMENT ACT OF 1998.
‘‘(a) PARTNERS.—Grantees under this title

shall be one-stop partners as described in
subparagraphs (A) and (B)(vi) of section
121(b)(1) of the Workforce Investment Act of
1998 (29 U.S.C. 2841(b)(1)) in the one-stop de-
livery system established under section
134(c) of such Act (29 U.S.C. 2864(c)) for the
appropriate local workforce investment
areas, and shall carry out the responsibil-
ities relating to such partners.

‘‘(b) COORDINATION.—In local workforce in-
vestment areas where more than 1 grantee
under this title provides services, the grant-
ees shall coordinate their activities related
to the one-stop delivery system, and grant-
ees shall be signatories of the memorandum
of understanding established under section
121(c) of the Workforce Investment Act of
1998 (29 U.S.C. 2841(c)).
‘‘SEC. 513. PERFORMANCE.

‘‘(a) MEASURES.—
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF MEASURES.—The

Secretary shall establish, in consultation
with grantees, subgrantees±, and host agen-
cies under this title, States, older individ-
uals, area agencies on aging, and other orga-
nizations serving older individuals, perform-
ance measures for each grantee for projects
and services carried out under this title.

‘‘(2) CONTENT.—
‘‘(A) COMPOSITION OF MEASURES.—The per-

formance measures as established by the
Secretary and described in paragraph (1)
shall consist of indicators of performance
and levels of performance applicable to each
indicator. The measures shall be designed to
promote continuous improvement in per-
formance.

‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENT.—The levels of perform-
ance described in subparagraph (A) applica-
ble to a grantee shall be adjusted only with
respect to the following factors:

‘‘(i) High rates of unemployment, poverty,
or welfare recipiency in the areas served by
a grantee, relative to other areas of the
State or Nation.

‘‘(ii) Significant downturns in the areas
served by the grantee or in the national
economy.

‘‘(iii) Significant numbers or proportions
of enrollees with 1 or more barriers to em-
ployment served by a grantee relative to
grantees serving other areas of the State or
Nation.

‘‘(C) PLACEMENT.—For all grantees, the
Secretary shall establish a measure of per-
formance of not less than 20 percent (ad-
justed in accordance with subparagraph (B))
for placement of enrollees into unsubsidized
public or private employment as defined in
subsection (c)(2).

‘‘(3) PERFORMANCE EVALUATION OF PUBLIC
OR PRIVATE NONPROFIT AGENCIES AND ORGANI-
ZATIONS.—The Secretary shall annually es-
tablish national performance measures for
each public or private nonprofit agency or
organization that is a grantee under this
title, which shall be applicable to the grant-
ee without regard to whether such grantee
operates the program directly or through
contracts, grants, or agreements with other
entities. The performance of the grantees
with respect to such measures shall be evalu-
ated in accordance with section 514(e)(1) re-
garding performance of the grantees on a na-
tional basis, and in accordance with section
514(e)(3) regarding the performance of the
grantees in each State.

‘‘(4) PERFORMANCE EVALUATION OF
STATES.—The Secretary shall annually es-
tablish performance measures for each State
that is a grantee under this title, which shall
be applicable to the State grantee without
regard to whether such grantee operates the
program directly or through contracts,
grants, or agreements with other entities.
The performance of the State grantees with
respect to such measures shall be evaluated
in accordance with section 514(f).

‘‘(5) LIMITATION.—An agreement to be eval-
uated on the performance measures shall be
a requirement for application for, and a con-
dition of, all grants authorized by this title.

‘‘(b) REQUIRED INDICATORS.—The indicators
described in subsection (a) shall include—

‘‘(1) the number of persons served, with
particular consideration given to individuals
with greatest economic need, greatest social
need, or poor employment history or pros-
pects, and individuals who are over the age
of 60;

‘‘(2) community services provided;
‘‘(3) placement into and retention in un-

subsidized public or private employment;
‘‘(4) satisfaction of the enrollees, employ-

ers, and their host agencies with their expe-
riences and the services provided; and

‘‘(5) any additional indicators of perform-
ance that the Secretary determines to be ap-
propriate to evaluate services and perform-
ance.

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS OF INDICATORS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, after con-

sultation with national and State grantees,
representatives of business and labor organi-
zations, and providers of services, shall, by
regulation, issue definitions of the indicators
of performance described in subsection (b).

‘‘(2) DEFINITIONS OF CERTAIN TERMS.—In
this section:

‘‘(A) PLACEMENT INTO PUBLIC OR PRIVATE
UNSUBSIDIZED EMPLOYMENT.—The term
‘placement into public or private unsub-
sidized employment’ means full- or part-time
paid employment in the public or private
sector by an enrollee under this title for 30
days within a 90-day period without the use
of funds under this title or any other Federal
or State employment subsidy program, or
the equivalent of such employment as meas-

ured by the earnings of an enrollee through
the use of wage records or other appropriate
methods.

‘‘(B) RETENTION IN PUBLIC OR PRIVATE UN-
SUBSIDIZED EMPLOYMENT.—The term ‘reten-
tion in public or private unsubsidized em-
ployment’ means full- or part-time paid em-
ployment in the public or private sector by
an enrollee under this title for 6 months
after the starting date of placement into un-
subsidized employment without the use of
funds under this title or any other Federal or
State employment subsidy program.

‘‘(d) CORRECTIVE EFFORTS.—A State or
other grantee that does not achieve the es-
tablished levels of performance on the per-
formance measures shall submit to the Sec-
retary, for approval, a plan of correction as
described in subsection (e) or (f) of section
514 to achieve the established levels of per-
formance.
‘‘SEC. 514. COMPETITIVE REQUIREMENTS RELAT-

ING TO GRANT AWARDS.
‘‘(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—In accordance

with section 502(b), the Secretary shall
award grants to eligible applicants to carry
out projects under this title for a period of 1
year, except that, after the promulgation of
regulations for this title and the establish-
ment of the performance measures required
by section 513(a), the Secretary shall award
grants for a period of not to exceed 3 years.

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS.—An applicant
shall be eligible to receive a grant under sub-
section (a) in accordance with section
502(b)(1), and subsections (c) and (d).

‘‘(c) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall select
the eligible applicants to receive grants
under subsection (a) based on the following:

‘‘(1) The applicant’s ability to administer a
program that serves the greatest number of
eligible individuals, giving particular consid-
eration to individuals with greatest eco-
nomic need, greatest social need, poor em-
ployment history or prospects, and over the
age of 60.

‘‘(2) The applicant’s ability to administer a
program that provides employment for eligi-
ble individuals in the communities in which
such individuals reside, or in nearby commu-
nities, that will contribute to the general
welfare of the community.

‘‘(3) The applicant’s ability to administer a
program that moves eligible individuals into
unsubsidized employment.

‘‘(4) The applicant’s ability to move indi-
viduals with multiple barriers to employ-
ment into unsubsidized employment.

‘‘(5) The applicant’s ability to coordinate
with other organizations at the State and
local level.

‘‘(6) The applicant’s plan for fiscal manage-
ment of the program to be administered with
funds received under this section.

‘‘(7) Any additional criteria that the Sec-
retary deems appropriate in order to mini-
mize disruption for current enrollees.

‘‘(d) RESPONSIBILITY TESTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Before final selection of

a grantee, the Secretary shall conduct a re-
view of available records to assess the appli-
cant’s overall responsibility to administer
Federal funds.

‘‘(2) REVIEW.—As part of the review de-
scribed in paragraph (1), the Secretary may
consider any information, including the or-
ganization’s history with regard to the man-
agement of other grants.

‘‘(3) FAILURE TO SATISFY TEST.—The failure
to satisfy any 1 responsibility test that is
listed in paragraph (4), except for those list-
ed in subparagraphs (A) and (B) of such para-
graph, does not establish that the organiza-
tion is not responsible unless such failure is
substantial or persistent (for 2 or more con-
secutive years).

‘‘(4) TEST.—The responsibility tests include
review of the following factors:
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‘‘(A) Efforts by the organization to recover

debts, after 3 demand letters have been sent,
that are established by final agency action
and have been unsuccessful, or that there
has been failure to comply with an approved
repayment plan.

‘‘(B) Established fraud or criminal activity
of a significant nature within the organiza-
tion.

‘‘(C) Serious administrative deficiencies
identified by the Secretary, such as failure
to maintain a financial management system
as required by Federal regulations.

‘‘(D) Willful obstruction of the audit proc-
ess.

‘‘(E) Failure to provide services to appli-
cants as agreed to in a current or recent
grant or to meet applicable performance
measures.

‘‘(F) Failure to correct deficiencies
brought to the grantee’s attention in writing
as a result of monitoring activities, reviews,
assessments, or other activities.

‘‘(G) Failure to return a grant closeout
package or outstanding advances within 90
days of the grant expiration date or receipt
of closeout package, whichever is later, un-
less an extension has been requested and
granted.

‘‘(H) Failure to submit required reports.
‘‘(I) Failure to properly report and dispose

of government property as instructed by the
Secretary.

‘‘(J) Failure to have maintained effective
cash management or cost controls resulting
in excess cash on hand.

‘‘(K) Failure to ensure that a subrecipient
complies with its Office of Management and
Budget Circular A–133 audit requirements
specified at section 667.200(b) of title 20, Code
of Federal Regulations.

‘‘(L) Failure to audit a subrecipient within
the required period.

‘‘(M) Final disallowed costs in excess of 5
percent of the grant or contract award if, in
the judgment of the grant officer, the dis-
allowances are egregious findings.

‘‘(N) Failure to establish a mechanism to
resolve a subrecipient’s audit in a timely
fashion.

‘‘(5) DETERMINATION.—Applicants that are
determined to be not responsible shall not be
selected as grantees.

‘‘(6) DISALLOWED COSTS.—Interest on dis-
allowed costs shall accrue in accordance
with the Debt Collection Improvement Act
of 1996.

‘‘(e) NATIONAL PERFORMANCE MEASURES
AND COMPETITION FOR PUBLIC AND PRIVATE
NONPROFIT AGENCIES AND ORGANIZATIONS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the end of each program year, the Sec-
retary shall determine if each public or pri-
vate nonprofit agency or organization that is
a grantee has met the national performance
measures established pursuant to section
513(a)(3).

‘‘(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND CORRECTIVE
ACTION PLAN.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that a grantee fails to meet the na-
tional performance measures for a program
year, the Secretary shall provide technical
assistance and require such organization to
submit a corrective action plan not later
than 160 days after the end of the program
year.

‘‘(B) CONTENT.—The plan submitted under
subparagraph (A) shall detail the steps the
grantee will take to meet the national per-
formance measures in the next program
year.

‘‘(C) AFTER SECOND YEAR OF FAILURE.—If a
grantee fails to meet the national perform-
ance measures for a second consecutive pro-
gram year, the Secretary shall conduct a na-
tional competition to award, for the first full
program year following the determination

(minimizing, to the extent possible, the dis-
ruption of services provided to enrollees), an
amount equal to 25 percent of the funds
awarded to the grantee for such year.

‘‘(D) COMPETITION AFTER THIRD CONSECU-
TIVE YEAR OF FAILURE.—If a grantee fails to
meet the national performance measures for
a third consecutive program year, the Sec-
retary shall conduct a national competition
to award the amount of the grant remaining
after deduction of the portion specified in
subparagraph (C) for the first full program
year following the determination. The eligi-
ble applicant that receives the grant through
the national competition shall continue
service to the geographic areas formerly
served by the grantee that previously re-
ceived the grant.

‘‘(3) COMPETITION REQUIREMENTS FOR PUBLIC
AND PRIVATE NONPROFIT AGENCIES AND ORGA-
NIZATIONS IN A STATE.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the ac-
tions required under paragraph (2), the Sec-
retary shall take corrective action if the
Secretary determines at the end of any pro-
gram year that, despite meeting the estab-
lished national performance measures, a
public or private nonprofit agency or organi-
zation that is a grantee has attained levels
of performance 20 percent or more below the
national performance measures with respect
to the project carried out in a State and has
failed to meet the performance measures as
established by the Secretary for the State
grantee in such State, and there are not fac-
tors, such as the factors described in section
513(a)(2)(B), or size of the project, that jus-
tify the performance.

‘‘(B) FIRST YEAR OF FAILURE.—After the
first program year of failure to meet the per-
formance criteria described in subparagraph
(A), the Secretary shall require a corrective
action plan, and may require the transfer of
the responsibility for the project to other
grantees, provide technical assistance, and
take other appropriate actions.

‘‘(C) SECOND YEAR OF FAILURE.—After the
second consecutive program year of failure
to meet the performance criteria described
in subparagraph (A), the corrective actions
to be taken by the Secretary may include
the transfer of the responsibility for a por-
tion or all of the project to a State or public
or private nonprofit agency or organization,
or a competition for a portion or all of the
funds to carry out such project among all el-
igible entities that meet the responsibility
tests under section 514(d) except for the
grantee that is the subject of the corrective
action.

‘‘(D) THIRD YEAR OF FAILURE.—After the
third consecutive program year of failure to
meet the performance criteria described in
subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall con-
duct a competition for the funds to carry out
such project among all eligible entities that
meet the responsibility tests under section
514(d) except for the grantee that is the sub-
ject of the corrective action.

‘‘(4) REQUEST BY GOVERNOR.—Upon the re-
quest of the Governor of a State for a review
of the performance of a public or private
nonprofit agency or organization within the
State, the Secretary shall undertake such a
review in accordance with the criteria de-
scribed in paragraph (3)(A). If the perform-
ance of such grantee is not justified under
such criteria, the Secretary shall take cor-
rective action in accordance with paragraph
(3).

‘‘(f) PERFORMANCE MEASURES AND COMPETI-
TION FOR STATES.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the end of the program year, the Sec-
retary shall determine if a State grantee has
met the performance measures established
pursuant to section 513(a)(4).

‘‘(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND CORRECTIVE
ACTION PLAN.—If a State that receives a
grant fails to meet the performance meas-
ures for a program year, the Secretary shall
provide technical assistance and require the
State to submit a corrective action plan not
later than 160 days after the end of the pro-
gram year.

‘‘(3) CONTENT.—The plan described in para-
graph (2) shall detail the steps the State will
take to meet the standards.

‘‘(4) FAILURE TO MEET PERFORMANCE MEAS-
URES FOR SECOND AND THIRD YEARS.—

‘‘(A) AFTER SECOND YEAR OF FAILURE.—If a
State fails to meet the performance meas-
ures for a second consecutive program year,
the Secretary shall provide for the conduct
by the State of a competition to award, for
the first full program year following the de-
termination (minimizing, to the extent pos-
sible, the disruption of services provided to
enrollees), an amount equal to 25 percent of
the funds available to the State for such
year.

‘‘(B) AFTER THIRD YEAR OF FAILURE.—If the
State fails to meet the performance meas-
ures for a third consecutive program year,
the Secretary shall provide for the conduct
by the State of a competition to award the
funds allocated to the State for the first full
program year following the Secretary’s de-
termination that the State has not met the
performance measures.
‘‘SEC. 515. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

‘‘(a) There is authorized to be appropriated
to carry out this title—

‘‘(1) $475,000,000 for fiscal year 2001 and such
sums as may be necessary for fiscal year 2002
through 2005; and

‘‘(2) such additional sums as may be nec-
essary for each such fiscal year to enable the
Secretary, through programs under this
title, to provide for at least 70,000 part-time
employment positions for eligible individ-
uals.
For purposes of paragraph (2), ‘part-time em-
ployment position’ means an employment
position within a workweek of at least 20
hours.

‘‘(b) Amounts appropriated under this sec-
tion for any fiscal year shall be available for
obligation during the annual period which
begins on July 1 of the calendar year imme-
diately following the beginning of such fiscal
year and which ends on June 30 of the fol-
lowing calendar year. The Secretary may ex-
tend the period during which such amounts
may be obligated or expended in the case of
a particular organization or agency receiv-
ing funds under this title if the Secretary de-
termines that such extension is necessary to
ensure the effective use of such funds by
such organization or agency.

‘‘(c) At the end of the program year, the
Secretary may recapture any unexpended
funds for the program year, and reobligate
such funds within the 2 succeeding program
years for—

‘‘(1) incentive grants;
‘‘(2) technical assistance; or
‘‘(3) grants or contracts for any other pro-

gram under this title.
‘‘SEC. 516. DEFINITIONS.

‘‘In this title:
‘‘(1) COMMUNITY SERVICE.—The term ‘com-

munity service’ means social, health, wel-
fare, and educational services (including lit-
eracy tutoring), legal and other counseling
services and assistance, including tax coun-
seling and assistance and financial coun-
seling, and library, recreational, and other
similar services; conservation, maintenance,
or restoration of natural resources; commu-
nity betterment or beautification; antipollu-
tion and environmental quality efforts;
weatherization activities; economic develop-
ment; and such other services essential and
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necessary to the community as the Sec-
retary, by regulation, may prescribe.

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUALS.—The term ‘eli-
gible individuals’ means an individual who is
55 years old or older, who has a low income
(including any such individual whose income
is not more than 125 percent of the poverty
guidelines established by the Office of Man-
agement and Budget), except that, pursuant
to regulations prescribed by the Secretary,
any such individual who is 60 years old or
older shall have priority for the work oppor-
tunities provided for under this title.

‘‘(3) PACIFIC ISLAND AND ASIAN AMERICANS.—
The term ‘Pacific Island and Asian Ameri-
cans’ means Americans having origins in any
of the original peoples of the Far East,
Southeast Asia, the Indian Subcontinent, or
the Pacific Islands.

‘‘(4) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means
the older American community service em-
ployment program established under this
title.’’.
TITLE VI—AMENDMENTS TO TITLE VI OF

THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965
SEC. 601. ELIGIBILITY.

Section 612 of the Older Americans Act of
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3057c) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(b) An Indian tribe represented by an or-
ganization specified in subsection (a) shall be
eligible for only 1 grant under this part for
any fiscal year. Nothing in this subsection
shall preclude an Indian tribe represented by
an organization specified in subsection (a)
from receiving a grant under section 631.’’.
SEC. 602. APPLICATIONS.

Section 614 of the Older Americans Act of
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3057e) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘certifi-
cation’’ and inserting ‘‘approval’’; and

(2) in subsection (c)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(c)’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(2) The Assistant Secretary shall provide

waivers and exemptions of the reporting re-
quirements of subsection (a)(3) for applicants
that serve Indian populations in geographi-
cally isolated areas, or applicants that serve
small Indian populations, where the small
scale of the project, the nature of the appli-
cant, or other factors make the reporting re-
quirements unreasonable under the cir-
cumstances. The Assistant Secretary shall
consult with such applicants in establishing
appropriate waivers and exemptions.

‘‘(3) The Assistant Secretary shall approve
any application that complies with the pro-
visions of subsection (a), except that in de-
termining whether an application complies
with the requirements of subsection (a)(8),
the Assistant Secretary shall provide max-
imum flexibility to an applicant that seeks
to take into account subsistence needs, local
customs, and other characteristics that are
appropriate to the unique cultural, regional,
and geographic needs of the Indian popu-
lations to be served.

‘‘(4) In determining whether an application
complies with the requirements of sub-
section (a)(12), the Assistant Secretary shall
require only that an applicant provide an ap-
propriate narrative description of the geo-
graphic area to be served and an assurance
that procedures will be adopted to ensure
against duplicate services being provided to
the same recipients.’’.
SEC. 603. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 633 of the Older Americans Act of
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3057n) is amended to read as
follows:
‘‘SEC. 633. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

‘‘There are authorized to be appropriated
to carry out this title—

‘‘(1) for parts A and B, such sums as may be
necessary for fiscal year 2001, and such sums
as may be necessary for subsequent fiscal
years; and

‘‘(2) for part C, $5,000,000 for fiscal year
2001, and such sums as may be necessary for
subsequent fiscal years.’’.
SEC. 604. GENERAL PROVISIONS.

Title VI of the Older Americans Act of 1965
(42 U.S.C. 3057 et seq.) is amended—

(1) by redesignating part C as part D;
(2) by redesignating sections 631 through

633 as sections 641 through 643, respectively;
(3) by inserting after part B the following:

‘‘PART C—NATIVE AMERICAN CAREGIVER
SUPPORT PROGRAM

‘‘SEC. 631. PROGRAM.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary

shall carry out a program for making grants
to tribal organizations with applications ap-
proved under parts A and B, to pay for the
Federal share of carrying out tribal pro-
grams, to enable the tribal organizations to
provide multifaceted systems of the support
services described in section 373 for care-
givers described in section 373.

‘‘(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In providing services
under subsection (a), a tribal organization
shall meet the requirements specified for an
area agency on aging and for a State in the
provisions of subsections (c), (d), and (e) of
section 373 and of section 374. For purposes of
this subsection, references in such provisions
to a State program shall be considered to be
references to a tribal program under this
part.’’.
TITLE VII—AMENDMENTS TO TITLE VII OF

THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT OF 1965
SEC. 701. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 702 of the Older Americans Act of
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058a) is amended to read as
follows:
‘‘SEC. 702. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

‘‘(a) OMBUDSMAN PROGRAM.—There are au-
thorized to be appropriated to carry out
chapter 2, such sums as may be necessary for
fiscal year 2001, and such sums as may be
necessary for subsequent fiscal years.

‘‘(b) PREVENTION OF ELDER ABUSE, NE-
GLECT, AND EXPLOITATION.—There are au-
thorized to be appropriated to carry out
chapter 3, such sums as may be necessary for
fiscal year 2001, and such sums as may be
necessary for subsequent fiscal years.

‘‘(c) LEGAL ASSISTANCE DEVELOPMENT PRO-
GRAM.—There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out chapter 4, such sums as
may be necessary for fiscal year 2001, and
such sums as may be necessary for subse-
quent fiscal years.’’.
SEC. 702. ALLOTMENT.

Section 703(a)(2)(C) of the Older Americans
Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058b(a)(2)(C)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘1991’’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘2000’’.
SEC. 703. ADDITIONAL STATE PLAN REQUIRE-

MENTS.
Section 705(a) of the Older Americans Act

of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058d(a)) is amended—
(1) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘each of’’

after ‘‘carry out’’;
(2) in paragraph (6)(C)(iii), by striking the

semicolon and inserting ‘‘; and’’;
(3) by striking paragraph (7);
(4) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para-

graph (7); and
(5) in paragraph (7) (as redesignated by

paragraph (3)), by striking ‘‘paragraphs (1)
through (7)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (1)
through (6)’’.
SEC. 704. STATE LONG-TERM CARE OMBUDSMAN

PROGRAM.
Section 712 of the Older Americans Act of

1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058g) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a), in paragraph (5)(C)(ii),

by inserting ‘‘and not stand to gain finan-

cially through an action or potential action
brought on behalf of individuals the Ombuds-
man serves’’ after ‘‘interest’’; and

(2) in subsection (h)—
(A) in paragraph (4)—
(i) in subparagraph (A)—
(I) by striking ‘‘(A) not later than 1 year

after the date of enactment of this title, es-
tablish’’ and inserting ‘‘strengthen and up-
date’’; and

(II) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘and’’;
(ii) by striking subparagraph (B);
(iii) by redesignating clauses (i) through

(iii) as subparagraphs (A) through (C), re-
spectively; and

(iv) by redesignating subclauses (I) through
(III) as clauses (i) through (iii), respectively;

(B) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘; and’’
and inserting a semicolon;

(C) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para-
graph (9); and

(D) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(8) coordinate services with State and
local law enforcement agencies and courts of
competent jurisdiction; and’’.
SEC. 705. PREVENTION OF ELDER ABUSE, NE-

GLECT, AND EXPLOITATION.
Section 721 of the Older Americans Act of

1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058i) is amended—
(1) in subsection (b)—
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),

by inserting ‘‘(including financial exploi-
tation)’’ after ‘‘exploitation’’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, State
and local law enforcement systems, and
courts of competent jurisdiction’’ after
‘‘service program’’; and

(C) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘includ-
ing caregivers described in part E of title
III,’’ after ‘‘individuals,’’;

(2) in subsection (d)(8)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘State and local’’ after

‘‘consumer protection and’’; and
(B) by inserting ‘‘, and services provided by

agencies and courts of competent jurisdic-
tion’’ before the period; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(g) STUDY AND REPORT.—
‘‘(1) STUDY.—The Secretary, in consulta-

tion with the Department of the Treasury
and the Attorney General of the United
States, State attorneys general, and tribal
and local prosecutors, shall conduct a study
of the nature and extent of financial exploi-
tation of older individuals. The purpose of
this study would be to define and describe
the scope of the problem of financial exploi-
tation of the elderly and to provide an esti-
mate of the number and type of financial
transactions considered to constitute finan-
cial exploitation faced by older individuals.
The study shall also examine the adequacy
of current Federal and State legal protec-
tions to prevent such exploitation.

‘‘(2) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of the Older
Americans Act Amendments of 2000, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report,
which shall include—

‘‘(A) the results of the study conducted
under this subsection; and

‘‘(B) recommendations for future actions
to combat the financial exploitation of older
individuals.’’.
SEC. 706. ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS.

Subtitle A of title VII of the Older Ameri-
cans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C 3058 et seq.) is
amended by repealing chapters 4 and 5 and
inserting the following:
‘‘CHAPTER 4—STATE LEGAL ASSISTANCE

DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM
‘‘SEC. 731. STATE LEGAL ASSISTANCE DEVELOP-

MENT.
‘‘A State agency shall provide the services

of an individual who shall be known as a
State legal assistance developer, and the
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services of other personnel, sufficient to
ensure—

‘‘(1) State leadership in securing and main-
taining the legal rights of older individuals;

‘‘(2) State capacity for coordinating the
provision of legal assistance;

‘‘(3) State capacity to provide technical as-
sistance, training, and other supportive func-
tions to area agencies on aging, legal assist-
ance providers, ombudsmen, and other per-
sons, as appropriate;

‘‘(4) State capacity to promote financial
management services to older individuals at
risk of conservatorship;

‘‘(5) State capacity to assist older individ-
uals in understanding their rights, exercising
choices, benefiting from services and oppor-
tunities authorized by law, and maintaining
the rights of older individuals at risk of
guardianship; and

‘‘(6) State capacity to improve the quality
and quantity of legal services provided to
older individuals.’’.
SEC. 707. NATIVE AMERICAN PROGRAMS.

Section 751(d) of the Older Americans Act
of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058aa(d)) is amended to
read as follows:

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section such sums as may be
necessary for fiscal year 2001, and such sums
as may be necessary for subsequent fiscal
years.’’.

TITLE VIII—TECHNICAL AND
CONFORMING AMENDMENTS

SEC. 801. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.

(a) TITLE I.—Section 102(34)(C) of the Older
Americans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3002(34)(C))
is amended by striking ‘‘307(a)(12)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘307(a)(9)’’.

(b) TITLE II.—
(1) Section 201(d)(3) of the Older Americans

Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3011(d)(3)) is amended—
(A) in subparagraph (C)(ii), by striking

‘‘307(a)(12)’’ and inserting ‘‘307(a)(9)’’; and
(B) in subparagraph (J), by striking

‘‘307(a)(12)’’ and inserting ‘‘307(a)(9)’’.
(2) Section 202 of the Older Americans Act

of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3012) is amended—
(A) in subsection (a)—
(i) in paragraph (19)(C), by striking ‘‘para-

graphs (2) and (5)(A) of section 306(a)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘paragraphs (2) and (4)(A) of section
306(a)’’; and

(ii) in paragraph (26), by striking ‘‘sections
307(a)(18) and 731(b)(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 307(a)(13) and section 731’’;

(B) in subsection (c)—
(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘(c)(1)’’ and

inserting ‘‘(c)’’; and
(ii) by striking paragraph (2); and
(C) in subsection (e)(1)(A)—
(i) by striking clause (i) and inserting the

following:
‘‘(i) provide information about grants and

projects under title IV;’’; and
(ii) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘, and the in-

formation provided by the Resource Centers
on Native American Elders under section
429E’’.

(3) Section 205(a)(2)(A) of the Older Ameri-
cans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3016(a)(2)(A)) is
amended by striking ‘‘subparts 1, 2, and 3’’
and inserting ‘‘subparts 1 and 2’’.

(4) Section 207(a) of the Older Americans
Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3018(a)) is amended—

(A) by striking paragraph (3); and
(B) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5)

as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively.
(5) Section 214 of the Older Americans Act

of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3020e) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘307(a)(13)(J)’’ and inserting ‘‘339(2)(J)’’.

(c) TITLE III.—
(1) Section 301(c) of the Older Americans

Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3021(c)) is amended by
striking ‘‘307(a)(12)’’ and inserting
‘‘307(a)(9)’’.

(2) Section 304 of the Older Americans Act
of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3024) is amended—

(A) in subsection (d)(1)(B), by striking
‘‘307(a)(12)’’ and inserting ‘‘307(a)(9)’’; and

(B) by striking subsection (e).
(3) Section 305(a)(2)(F) of the Older Ameri-

cans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3025(a)(2)(F)) is
amended by striking ‘‘307(a)(24)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘307(a)(16)’’.

(4) Section 307 of the Older Americans Act
of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3027) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), in paragraph (22) (as
redesignated by section 305(19)), by striking
‘‘306(a)(20)’’ and inserting ‘‘306(a)(8)’’; and

(B) in subsection (f)—
(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘(f)(1)’’ and

inserting ‘‘(f)’’; and
(ii) by striking paragraph (2).
(5) Section 321(a)(15) of the Older Ameri-

cans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3030d(a)(15)) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 307(a)(16)’’ and
inserting ‘‘section 307(a)(12)’’.

(d) TITLE VI.—Section 614(a) of the Older
Americans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3057e(a)) is
amended—

(1) by striking paragraph (9); and
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (10)

through (12) as paragraphs (9) through (11),
respectively.

(e) TITLE VII.—
(1) Section 703(a)(2)(C) of the Older Ameri-

cans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058b(a)(2)(C)) is
amended—

(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘section
702(a)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 702 and made
available to carry out chapter 2’’; and

(B) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘section
702(b)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 702 and made
available to carry out chapter 3’’.

(2) Section 712(a)(1) of the Older Americans
Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058g(a)(1)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section 702(a)’’ and inserting
‘‘section 702 and made available to carry out
this chapter’’.

(3) Section 721(a) of the Older Americans
Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058i(a)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 702(b)’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 702 and made available to carry out this
chapter’’.

(4) Section 761(2) of the Older Americans
Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058bb(2)) is amended by
striking ‘‘chapter 2, 3, 4, or 5 of this title’’
and inserting ‘‘subtitle A’’.

(5) Section 762 of the Older Americans Act
of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058cc) is amended, in the
matter preceding paragraph (1), by striking
‘‘or an entity described in section 751(c)’’.

(6) Section 764(b) of the Older Americans
Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3058ee(b)) is amended by
striking ‘‘, area agencies on aging, and enti-
ties described in section 751(c)’’ and inserting
‘‘and area agencies on aging’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCKEON) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. MCKEON).

Mr. McKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, over a year and a half
ago, the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
BARRETT) walked into my office and
suggested that it was time that we re-
authorize the Older Americans Act,
and I immediately agreed.

The following week, we had breakfast
with the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
CLAY), ranking member, and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MAR-
TINEZ); and they too agreed that pas-
sage of the act was warranted and long
overdue.

Now we all said that, if we were
going to be successful, we would have

to do two things: one, always keep the
best interest of seniors at the top of
the list; and, two, work together.

From that moment forward, there
has been no turning back. We held six
hearings, including three in the field
and three here in Washington. We
heard from everybody, and I mean ev-
erybody, from the administration to
State units on aging to area agencies
on aging to local providers to volun-
teers and to the seniors themselves.

In other words, we heard, not just
from the folks that run the programs,
but also from those folks who were
served by them.

Armed with their insight, experience,
and expertise, we first sat down among
ourselves and crafted H.R. 782, the
Older Americans Act Amendments of
1999, which was favorably voice voted
out of the Committee on Education and
the Workforce last year.

Then this year, we sat down with our
colleagues from the other body and
crafted a bipartisan preconference
agreement based on H.R. 782 and the
Senate version, S. 1536. It is this pro-
posal, the House and Senate bipartisan
preconference agreement, that we will
be voting on today.

This new agreement addresses every-
thing from voluntary contributions,
rural consideration, care giving, elder
rights, disease prevention, and the sen-
ior employment program.

Now, let me just say that, if one still
has doubts as to whether or not we
really need to modernize this act, con-
sider the following: one, the baby boom
generation is graying; two, Americans
are living longer; three, 44 million
Americans are age 60 and older; and,
four, the last time Congress passed this
act was in 1992.

There is simply no doubt that some
changes are needed. My colleagues will
find there is no question that the Older
Americans Act Amendments of 2000
does just that and does it in a bipar-
tisan fashion benefiting all older Amer-
icans.

For instance, not only does this bill
ensure flexibility and streamline the
act services by reducing the number of
programs and projects, but it protects
essential programs like disease preven-
tion, elder abuse aid and Meals on
Wheels.

In addition, the bill consolidates and
strengthens two existing programs into
a new family caregiver program to pro-
vide grants to States for such services
as counseling, training, support groups,
respite care, informational assistance
and supplemental services.

Today, approximately 4.4 million el-
derly persons are in need of long-term
care assistance because they are not
able to perform basic everyday tasks
such as dressing, bathing, and eating.
Over 7 million caregivers provide infor-
mal or unpaid care to them each week.

As a result, this particular program
alone will enhance the quality of life
for frail individuals and those who care
for them, plus save taxpayer money in
the long run by preventing and/or de-
laying a senior’s admittance into a
nursing home.
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For example, a September 1998 report

commissioned by the Alzheimer’s Asso-
ciation found that increased use of res-
pite care at mild and moderate stages
of Alzheimer’s has shown to delay
nursing home placement significantly,
a net savings of as much as $600 to
$1,000 per week.

Delaying nursing home admissions
for people with Alzheimer’s disease by
just one month could save at least $1.12
billion a year. Imagine the impact this
new family caregiver program will
have on the families that it assists and
the money it will save when it comes
to Medicare and Medicaid.

It is no wonder the Alzheimer’s Asso-
ciation calls the bill’s authorization for
the family caregiver program a wel-
come breakthrough.

Finally, the bill also reforms the
Senior Community Service Employ-
ment Program by instituting perform-
ance standards and accountability
measures.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take a
moment and publicly thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Chairman
GOODLING); the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. CLAY), ranking member; the
gentleman from California (Mr. MAR-
TINEZ); and the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. BARRETT) for their leader-
ship in bringing this bill to the floor. I
thank them for their commitment to
see this bill through. I would like to
wish each of them well in their retire-
ment. I am pleased that they can finish
their outstanding tenure here in Con-
gress with the passage of the Older
Americans Act reauthorization.

I would like to end by saying that,
for the first time in close to 8 years,
Members have a chance today to vote
for a bipartisan Older Americans Act,
one that ensures flexibility, stream-
lines the services, improves the per-
formance of the senior employment
program, and includes a new family
caregiver program. Do not miss out on
this opportunity. Vote for the Older
Americans Act Amendments of 2000.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, it gives me great pleas-
ure today to rise in support of this bi-
partisan bill that reauthorizes the
Older Americans Act. More than 30
years ago, Congress established this
act to help older people live longer
with dignity and independence in their
communities.

By providing home-delivered meals,
preventive health screening, commu-
nity service employment, legal assist-
ance and a host of other services, the
Older Americans Act serves to improve
the quality of life for our nation’s el-
derly.

During past reauthorizations, Mem-
bers of both sides of the aisle have
come together in a bipartisan manner
to strengthen services under the bill
where the need existed.

In 1984, the Act was amended to re-
quire States to give particular atten-

tion to low-income minority elderly in
providing services. Prior to enactment
of this critical provision, there was re-
peated and regular neglect of minority
seniors.

This bill continues to recognize that
low-income minorities have the great-
est social and economic need for serv-
ices provided under the act. The bill
also continues to provide meals, infor-
mation and assistance, outreach, bene-
fits counseling, case management, and
other protective services to seniors
without regard to income.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the bill con-
tains the President’s National Family
Caregiver Support program. This pro-
gram provides training and support
services to family members who care
for frail elderly relatives. Millions of
noninstitutionalized elderly persons
have trouble with at least two of the
activities of daily living.

The kind of home and community-
based services promoted by the family
caregiver support program helps to
keep older persons independent in their
own homes for a much longer time. As
the number of seniors grows in the
coming decades, this law will become
increasingly vital.

Mr. Speaker, I want to commend the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Chair-
man GOODLING) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. MCKEON) and the
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BAR-
RETT) for the good work that they have
done to bring this bill before us.

Without their efforts, we would not
be, today, passing this piece of legisla-
tion. So I want to commend them, and
I support the bill and urge all of our
colleagues to support it.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the balance of
my time be controlled by the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. GOOD-
LING), the chairman of the Committee
on Education and the Workforce.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.
Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I am extremely pleased

to be here today. I will not be able to
say any longer what I have said so
many times that, for the first time in
the history of the Congress, we passed
a bipartisan bicameral bill when we
passed IDEA, because I think we may
have come close to that again, having
a bipartisan bicameral bill.

As the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
CLAY), the ranking member indicated,
this bill would not have gotten here if
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON) and the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. BARRETT) had not been so
constantly demanding that it get to
the floor. It would not have gotten or-
chestrated at all if the staff and the
minority and the majority, including
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MARTINEZ), had not worked so hard to

try to bring a bill that could be accept-
ed.

Well, it is very important to the sen-
iors. I should say it is very important
to we seniors since I will depend on
this program after January 3 of next
year. So, again, I thank the gentlemen
and the gentlewomen for putting to-
gether this piece of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
41⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. BARRETT), one of the driv-
ing forces.

b 1345
Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska. Mr.

Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding me this time, and I rise with
great pleasure in support of H.R. 782,
the Older Americans Act Amendments
of 2000. Today’s consideration of H.R.
782 does bring to the floor a very solid,
very significant bipartisan legislative
accomplishment that is 5 long years
overdue.

The Older Americans Act, or OAA,
provides a framework for a variety of
services that supports seniors by help-
ing them stay safe and healthy and ac-
tive members of their communities.
Our seniors today are the real winners.
Getting to this point has taken nearly
2 years of bipartisan and, yes, I say to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
GOODLING), bicameral effort. I am so
grateful to my colleagues in the body
who, along with me, took up the chal-
lenge.

As the subcommittee chairman, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON), has already done and the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
GOODLING) has done, I wish to thank
the people that were primarily respon-
sible for coming to this point today, es-
pecially the subcommittee chairman,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON); the full committee chair-
man, the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. GOODLING); and the ranking mem-
ber of the full committee, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. CLAY); as
well as the gentleman from California
(Mr. MARTINEZ). Without their con-
sistent good faith and hard work, we
would never have been able to reach
the compromises that we did to make
the solid policy reforms that we have
made in this reauthorization.

I also want to thank the excellent
staff on both sides of the aisle and also
the Congressional Research Service
who advised us throughout this long la-
borious process.

I am very proud of H.R. 782’s reforms.
Let me summarize just a few of the
policies that we have strengthened
through the reauthorization. We made
changes to allow local senior centers
and area agencies on aging to make
local decisions about meeting their
communities’ needs. This includes pro-
grams like congregate and home-deliv-
ered meals, subsidized rides and van
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service, homemaker and chore services,
and a variety of social activities.

We have added a family caregiver
program to serve thousands of families
who commit time, support and money
to care for their chronically ill loved
ones who are at home.

We have included language to pro-
hibit waste, fraud and abuse of any
OAA programs or funds.

We have worked to better the needs
of Native Americans by strengthening
existing services and making tribal or-
ganizations eligible to participate in
disaster relief services as well as the
family caregiver program.

We have updated the State long-term
care ombudsman program and services
for the prevention of elder abuse. Be-
cause of this change, States and local
senior centers will now be better
equipped to meet the needs of seniors
in long-term care facilities.

We have worked hard to reach com-
promise on the most contentious part
of this bill, which is title V. Working
with those in the field who know the
bill the best, we came to a compromise
that I think everyone can support.

We have made OAA programs more
available for seniors in rural America,
very important to me, by requiring
programs to take into account how
they serve rural areas and adding a
project to address the challenges of
long-term care in some of our more re-
mote frontier counties.

Finally, along with the new rural
provisions, we have extended existing
language to ensure OAA programs are
available for minority seniors. We have
also authorized existing programs to
support gerontology studies in Histori-
cally Black Colleges and Hispanic in-
stitutions.

These and a lot of other changes will
make the Older Americans Act an even
more valuable and adaptable tool to
meet the needs of our seniors. For the
good of every senior across the country
who participates in meals programs,
for the seniors taking advantage of 40
million subsidized rides, for the 100,000
seniors in subsidized employment, and
for the millions of family caregivers, I
ask each Member to join me in sup-
porting reauthorization of the Older
Americans Act. Every single senior in
this country needs this bill, and they
will not forget if we squander this op-
portunity.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MARTINEZ), who was the
ranking member on the subcommittee
as they put together this bipartisan-bi-
cameral legislation.

(Mr. MARTINEZ asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
started this bill as a Democrat, and I
am finishing it as a Republican; but I
think it does not matter because either
way this is a bipartisan bill, and the
issues before us that deal with the sen-
iors have never been partisan. They
have always been bipartisan.

In every Congress that I have served
in the past 18 years, whenever we reau-
thorized the Older Americans Act, it
was passed unanimously by the House
and usually by the Senate also.

As the coauthor of this bill and the
sponsor of the previous two reauthor-
izations of the Older Americans Act, I
can truly say we can now say to our
senior citizens that the security of the
programs that are vital to them will
not be jeopardized; but they, in fact, as
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. Bar-
rett) has laid out, will be enhanced.

I must give my highest praise to the
tireless efforts of the chairman, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
GOODLING), in his work on this, and
also my colleague, the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCKEON), and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
BALLENGER), as well as our colleagues
in the other body, Senators JEFFORDS,
DEWINE, and KENNEDY for bringing the
Older Americans Act of 2000 to the
floor for this important vote.

There were also other people that
worked on the periphery of this bill:
the gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs.
EMERSON) was one of those who was
very interested in making sure we got
passed a bill that we could all support;
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
LOBIONDO) and the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD), as well
as several others. There are too many
to mention that really had as their ear-
nest desire to see this bill passed and
the Older Americans Act finally reau-
thorized.

This act is key to the programs that
provide nutrition, care services, and in-
formation and family support to sen-
iors all across this Nation. This par-
ticular act today is holding our pro-
grams more accountable than they
have been in the past, and they have
created the ability for seniors to obtain
employment, created greater flexi-
bility for streamlining the administra-
tion, and provided greater inclusion of
seniors who are underserved by this
program.

More importantly, the 2000 amend-
ments creates a new family caregiver
program to assist those who care for
their frail and older family members.
This was a great effort by the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
BALLENGER) and myself to make sure
this was included in the bill.

Mr. Speaker, as Americans, I have al-
ways believed that we owe a debt of
gratitude to our seniors. They are the
ones that have lead the way and paid
their dues before we started to. As
Members of the House, we must honor
that debt and assist the seniors in their
golden years by passing this Older
Americans Act. It is the right thing to
do, and it is the timely thing to do.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. REGULA).

(Mr. REGULA asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this

time. As cofounder and cochairman of
the Older Americans Caucus, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 782, the
Older Americans Act Amendments of
2000, and would like to express my sup-
port for this most important piece of
legislation.

America’s population is aging, and
more people are in need of special serv-
ices and programs that provide them
with opportunities to continue living
healthy and productive lives. Recently,
I met with the 50 State representatives
of the Green Thumb Program. It was
very inspiring to hear their success
stories achieved as a result of the Older
Americans Act. One gentleman was
over 100 years old and still actively
working.

After much work, dedication, and
compromise, we have before us today
legislation that amends and reauthor-
izes the Older Americans Act of 1965.
Passage of this legislation will, among
many other important things, enhance
opportunities for seniors, while wisely
using taxpayer dollars.

I especially commend the chairman
of the committee and all who worked
on this legislation for doing an excel-
lent job.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS), another mem-
ber of the committee.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, it is a
great pleasure to rise today to speak
on behalf of this bill. We have strug-
gled mightily with it in the Committee
on Education and the Workforce. We
have had substantial disagreements,
but I am very pleased we have been
able to resolve those disagreements
and get this bill to the floor.

I continually hear from constituents
about the importance of this bill and
the activities that are carried out
under the bill. It is something that
they regard as very necessary, particu-
larly for those who need assistance
with meals. So I am very pleased that
the bill is here.

I join with my colleagues who have
spoken before. There is no need to re-
peat their words, but let me say that I
associate myself with their comments,
and I urge that we soon bring this bill
to a vote and that we do pass this bill.
I hope the Senate will do likewise.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I again want to thank
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
CLAY) of the minority, I want to thank
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON) and the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. BARRETT) for their con-
stant pressure to make sure that we
got this completed, and the gentleman
from California (Mr. MARTINEZ) for his
effort to put this legislation together.
Above all, I want to thank the unsung
heroes, and they are always the people
who stay day and night trying to make
sure that we do the right thing as
Members: staff Cindy Herrle; Lynn
Selmser, who has been with me 942
years; Sally Lovejoy; Jo-Marie St.
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Martin; Erin Duncan, from the office of
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
BARRETT); Karen Weiss from the office
of the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON); Mary Ellen Ardouny; Cheryl
Johnson and Carol O’Shaughnessy from
CRS. They played a leading role in
making sure that we had this bipar-
tisan-bicameral legislation before us
today.

I ask all to support this legislation,
Mr. Speaker, so we have a 100 percent
vote on this important issue.

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to see that the House has finally seen fit to
bring this important legislation to the floor. The
seniors of our country have been waiting a
long time for the valuable programs contained
in this bill to be reauthorized.

While I will support passage of this bill, H.R.
782, I do so with great reluctance. Not be-
cause of what this bill does, but because of
what it does not do. H.R. 782 does not recog-
nize the changing demographics in our nation,
and does not properly adjust the funding for-
mula in Title III of the Older Americans Act. As
a result, Colorado, along with other western
and southern states, are being under-funded.
This threatens our ability to meet the needs of
our seniors.

I hope my colleagues understand that the
funding formula for Title III of the Older Ameri-
cans Act, which funds Supportive Services
and Multipurpose Senior Centers, Nutrition
Services including Congregate and Home De-
livered Nutrition Programs (for example Meals
on Wheels), Disease Prevention and Health
Promotion Services Program, and the Family
Caregiver Program, distributes funds in a
manner that, according to the General Ac-
counting Office, ‘‘. . . underfunds most states
with above-average growth in their elderly
populations, as compared with those states
with below-average growth.’’

The formula we are about to vote on cur-
rently distributes 85 percent of the Older
Americans Act total fiscal year 2000 grants for
Title III based on how much funding each
state received 13 years ago in 1987. Let me
say that again, we are about to approve a for-
mula that is based on 1987 population data.
Only 15 percent of funds are actually distrib-
uted based on current population statistics.
Therefore, funds are being distributed largely
on where the elderly were over 13 years ago
rather than where they are today. If this is
what we want to call responsive government,
then I think we are in trouble.

The General Accounting Office, in its report
entitled ‘‘Title III, Older Americans Act: Admin-
istration on Aging Funding Method Underfunds
High-Elderly-Growth States’’ released in June
2000, strongly recommends that the formula
be amended by this Congress to more fairly
distribute funds. Otherwise, as the report
notes:

‘‘. . . the gap in funding per elderly person
can be large. For example, Arizona’s funding
per elderly person is 33 percent less than
Iowa’s under the AOA method . . . AOA’s dis-
tribution method underfunded 10 states by
more than $1 million each in fiscal year 2000
(Arizona, California, Colorado, Florida, Geor-
gia, North Carolina, Puerto Rico, South Caro-
lina, Texas and Virginia) and overfunded 7
others by more than $1 million (Illinois, Massa-
chusetts, Missouri, New Jersey, New York,
Ohio and Pennsylvania).’’

It troubles me that this bill has been in com-
mittee throughout the 106th Congress and fi-
nally comes to the floor with such an inappro-
priate funding formula. This issue must be ad-
dressed. It is not fair to the seniors in Colo-
rado, Nevada, Arizona, New Mexico, South
Carolina, Florida, North Carolina, Texas, Geor-
gia, Washington, Virginia, California, Oregon,
Maryland, Tennessee, and Puerto Rico.

Because it does not appear that there is the
desire to right this wrong today, I plan to intro-
duce legislation in the 107th Congress that will
correct this problem.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to
rise in strong support of H.R. 782, legislation
reauthorizing and amending the Older Ameri-
cans Act (OAA) and to commend my col-
leagues for their recent bipartisan efforts to
bring this critically important legislation to the
floor.

Last year, JO ANN EMERSON and I intro-
duced H.R. 773 a bill to reauthorize the OAA.
Our reauthorization bill received the bipartisan
support of 233 cosponsors and was supported
by all major seniors organizations and advo-
cacy groups. Unfortunately, our efforts to reau-
thorize the OAA were stalled by the House
Republican leadership, and an attempt was
made to bring an OAA bill to the floor that was
not supported by seniors groups.

In an effort to allow a vote on H.R. 773 this
year, Representative MINGE and I filed a dis-
charge petition, which to date has 191 signa-
tures. I’m proud that these efforts, and grass
roots activism has contributed to the com-
promise legislation on the floor today. This bill,
H.R. 782, represents a bipartisan compromise
that is supported by all the major seniors
groups.

Throughout its 35 year history, the OAA has
enjoyed strong bipartisan support. The OAA is
the major vehicle for the delivery of social and
nutrition services for older persons. However,
the OAA has not been reauthorized since the
program expired in 1995. Its programs con-
tinue to be funded, but without reauthorization
the program’s growing needs cannot be met.
The typical recipients of Older Americans Act
services are women over 75, living on a fixed
and very limited income, who need daily help
in preparing meals or weekly transportation to
a doctor. People over age 75 represent the
fastest growing segment of the American pop-
ulation. The primary goal and success of the
community service programs, authorized by
the OAA, has been to keep millions of frail
older persons independent in their own homes
as long as possible, avoiding premature insti-
tutionalization, and thus saving Medicare and
Medicaid resources.

The OAA provides a wide range of home
and community based services in every local-
ity in the nation. These services include con-
gregate and home delivered meals, in-home
care, transportation assistance, elder abuse
protection and adult day care. In addition the
OAA authorizes funding for nursing home om-
budsman services, senior employment pro-
grams, senior centers, legal assistance and
counseling, and millions of hours of volunteer
service by seniors for other seniors are pro-
vided. Waiting lists of frail elders in need of
these community services exist in almost
every town and city in the nation. H.R. 782 will
help meet this critical need. I encourage all
Members to vote in favor of this legislation.

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in strong support of H.R. 782, reauthorization

of the Older Americans Act (OAA). I’d like to
commend Chairman BILL GOODLING, Chairman
BUCK MCKEON, Ranking Member BILL CLAY,
and all the Members of the Education and
Workforce Committee for their hard work on
this important bill.

Mr. Speaker, after a lifetime of hard work,
our retirement years should be the best years
of our lives. All Americans should be able to
look forward to their golden years as a time
for new opportunities and to pursue new learn-
ing experiences—no matter what challenges
aging may present. Most importantly, each of
us should be able to enter into our retirement
with the confidence and security that come
with knowing that we will not be isolated or
forgotten by our communities or government.

One of the simplest ways to ensure that all
of these goals are met is to reauthorize the
Older Americans Act. Unlike funding from
many other federal government programs that
pay for long term care, OAA funds allow sen-
iors to age with dignity and respect. By linking
seniors with a variety of existing federal, state,
and local home and community based serv-
ices, seniors now have the ability to remain in
their own homes and communities as they
grow older. Some of these services include
home-delivered and congregate meals, trans-
portation, employment services, chore and
personal care, legal assistance, elder abuse
protections, nursing home ombudsman, senior
employment, adult day care, senior centers,
legal assistance and counseling as well as
many other unique programs. Even more im-
portantly, this broad array of services is avail-
able in just about every community in the na-
tion.

One of the most beneficial OAA programs in
my district is the Senior Community Service
Employment Program (SCSEP). This program
is the nation’s only employment and training
program aimed exclusively at low-income
older Americans. It serves over 90,000 low-in-
come elderly persons every year, keeping
them active and involved in their communities,
not isolated at home. It provides them with the
opportunity to make important contributions to
their communities and to learn new skills,
while enhancing their sense of dignity and
self-esteem. I am very pleased that this bill al-
lows groups like Greenthumb, just one group
that helps to administer the SCESEP, to con-
tinue the wonderful job they’ve been doing in
placing seniors in worthwhile employment po-
sitions. Greenthumb has been especially im-
portant to seniors in hard to reach areas—in-
cluding rural areas like those in my district,
and I am glad that H.R. 782 continues to sup-
port Greenthumb’s important mission.

Our nation’s seniors have given a lifetime of
service. Reauthorizing the Older Americans
Act allows us to give back to the seniors who
have made our country what it is today, and
I urge all my colleagues to support this impor-
tant legislation.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of H.R. 782. This bipartisan, bicameral
piece of legislation reauthorizes the Older
Americans Act through fiscal year 2004, and
makes a number of improvements to serve a
rapidly expanding senior population.

I commend Chairman GOODLING and Rep-
resentatives MCKEON, BARRETT, CLAY, and
MARTINEZ for their hard work on reaching a
compromise on this bill and would also like to
applaud my colleague from Oregon, Con-
gressman DEFAZIO.
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I am particularly pleased H.R. 782 reauthor-

izes the senior nutrition programs originally
authorized under the Older Americans Act.
Specifically, under the legislation, states’ flexi-
bility to transfer funds between congregate
and home-delivered nutrition programs and
between supportive services and nutrition
services programs is increased.

The congregate and home delivered meal
programs address both the nutritional and so-
cial needs of many seniors. In point of fact, a
1996 evaluation confirmed the senior nutrition
program is an important part of ensuring our
seniors are healthy.

According to the study, participants in the
program are among our most vulnerable popu-
lation—they are older, poorer and more likely
to be members of minority groups compared
to the total elderly population. The evaluation
also indicated that for every federal dollar
spent on congregate meals, other funding
sources contribute $1.70.

Few programs can boast the importance to
the elderly and overwhelming success of the
elderly nutrition as senior nutrition programs.
Because both the congregate and home deliv-
ered meal programs were authorized by the
Older Americans Act, which expired at the end
of FY 95, it is imperative this Congress pass
a reauthorization bill.

Since its enactment over thirty years ago,
the Older Americans Act has enabled millions
of older persons to remain independent and
productive. Many of these individuals would
have been institutionalized were it not for the
home and community-based services including
meals and transportation provided by this im-
portant legislation.

Older Americans have also benefitted from
research and demonstrations under the Act
that enable policymakers to update services
based on best practices, and senior commu-
nity service employment that provide on-the-
job training.

The Older Americans Act authorizes a wide
array of service programs through a nation-
wide network of 57 state agencies on aging,
657 area agencies on aging and 25,000 serv-
ice providers. Under the Older Americans Act,
states receive funding for supportive services
and senior centers, congregate and home-de-
livered meals, Department of Agriculture com-
modities or cash-in-lieu of commodities, pre-
ventative health services, and in-home serv-
ices for the frail elderly.

These services are available to all seniors
but are targeted to those with the greatest
economic and social need, particularly low-in-
come, minority seniors.

In addition, the Act authorizes services for
transportation information and referral, home
care, research and recreation, and grants for
abuse prevention and outreach counseling.

There are few communities within the coun-
try where Older Americans Act programs do
not exist, and the demands on the programs
for the elderly are increasing.

Mr. Speaker, it would be irresponsible of
this Congress to fail to reauthorize the Older
Americans Act, and I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this con-
sensus legislation.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in strong support of H.R. 782, the Older
Americans Act Amendments of 2000. The
Older Americans Act is a critical source of
funding for seniors that we have an oppor-
tunity to renew this year. Mr. Speaker, I can

think of few pieces of this carefully crafted leg-
islation that have such a tremendous impact
on older Americans.

Since its enactment over thirty years ago,
the Older Americans Act has enabled millions
of older persons—especially those with dis-
abilities—to remain independent and produc-
tive. Many of these individuals would have
been institutionalized, were it not for the home
and community-based services such as meals
and transportation provided by this landmark
legislation. Older persons have also benefited
from research and demonstrations under this
Act that enables policymakers to update serv-
ices based on best practices, and senior com-
munity service employment that provides train-
ing for those who need the work.

This bill authorizes $1.6 billion in FY 2000
under the bill. The measure does more than
reauthorize existing—albeit important pro-
grams. It establishes a new program to assist
caregivers, and changes the distribution funds
under the seniors employment program so
that states would get a larger proportion of
funds, and national organizations would get a
smaller proportion, than they currently do. We
only hope this provides states with adequate
flexibility in administering OAA programs.

The bill provides $449 million in funding for
the Senior Community Service Employment
program, which provides employment opportu-
nities for low-income seniors aged 55 and
over. The legislation would gradually shift
funds over a five-year period from national or-
ganizations to states, on a fixed percentage.
The bill requires states, to the maximum ex-
tent possible, to ensure that no senior loses
his or her job as a result of this shift in fund-
ing. I would not have supported this bipartisan
provision within the bill if the AARP—one our
nation’s premier seniors’ organizations—did
not also strongly support this legislation as it
is written.

H.R. 782 contains resources for a number
of other important issues that are of great con-
cern for seniors. The bill includes funding for
$306 million for supportive services and senior
centers; $382 million for congregate meals;
another $114 million for much-needed home-
delivered meals (the ‘‘meals on wheels’’ pro-
grams); $150 million for Agriculture Depart-
ment funding; at least $125 million for family
caregiver as noted above; and $12 million for
the well-known ombudsman and elder abuse
prevention program.

H.R. 782 deserves our support. We cannot
adjourn for the 106th Congress without ensur-
ing that seniors are adequately provided for. I
urge my colleagues to vote in favor of this leg-
islation.

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support
of H.R. 782, the reauthorization of the Older
Americans Act.

I am pleased to see that this Congress has
finally come together to reauthorize this vital
legislation, after several years of failing to
reach agreement and passing only annual ap-
propriations to keep it going. The Older Ameri-
cans Act is essential to this nation’s older citi-
zens. It funds a wide array of supportive serv-
ices, including home care and ombudsman
services for long-term care facility residents, a
subsidized employment program, and provides
new authority for a National Family Caregiver
Support Program which will assist families
who care for the frail elderly.

There is no question that as this nation’s
baby boomers age and as people are living

longer, the challenges of aiding and providing
for the elderly must be met. With the reauthor-
ization of the Older Americans Act until 2005,
Congress will ensure that the needs of our
seniors will continue to be at the forefront.

I would also like to draw attention to one
particular program being reauthorized in the
Older Americans Act, the elderly nutrition pro-
gram. This program provides over 240 million
congregate and home-delivered meals to over
3 million older persons annually. Senior meal
providers depend on the funding received
through this program, yet the funding has re-
mained static year after year. With the rising
cost of meals and the increasing numbers of
seniors dependent on meals, senior meal pro-
viders have been facing great hardships in
meeting the needs of these seniors.

In response to this problem, I worked very
hard with my colleague Mr. BOEHLERT to in-
crease the funding for the USDA reimburse-
ments provided through this elderly nutrition
program. I am pleased to say that we suc-
cessfully offered an amendment to the Depart-
ment of Agriculture appropriations bill to in-
crease these reimbursements. I would like to
thank the conferees for paying attention to our
amendment, and increasing the USDA reim-
bursements by $10 million over the amount
originally funded. I hope that this increase will
provide a measure of assistance to these sen-
ior meal providers who do so much for this na-
tion’s elderly, and I am pleased to support to-
day’s legislation as a continuation of the nec-
essary and important effort to provide for our
seniors.

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, back in
April when this House originally was slated to
vote on this matter, I came to this floor to de-
nounce the draft of the Older Americans Act
and to vote against it under suspension be-
cause I believed it was unfair to Florida. CLAY
SHAW, CARRIE MEEK, BILL MCCOLLUM, and I
and the rest of the entire delegation from Flor-
ida wrote to the authorizers to demand that
the funding formula under Title III, the formula
that distributes money for programs such as
Meals on Wheels, be changed to reflect mod-
ern realities.

The draft of H.R. 782 used 1987 Census
data to distribute money. We all know that
there are more seniors in Florida today than
there were in 1987. Our nation just spent over
$6.5 billion to get the best Census data pos-
sible but this Congress would essentially ig-
nore it by passing a 5 year reauthorization
locking in 1987 data to the year 2003.

I want to thank Chairman GOODLING and
Subcommittee Chairman MCKEON, and Mr.
MARTINEZ and Mr. CLAY for their willingness to
be flexible to the concerns raised by the Flor-
ida delegation. The art of compromise is im-
portant and is the result of hard work by many
members on both sides of the aisles. This final
version is not 100 percent of what I wanted,
but it is much better for Florida than the status
quo. As such, I want to thank them for their
leadership in seeking to resolve questions.

The compromise applies to all new monies
in Title III. The agreement would clarify that
funds for Title III supportive and nutrition serv-
ices be distributed to states based on the
most recent U.S. Census Bureau population
data (as compared to the current practice
which allocates funds to states based, in part,
on a 1987 ‘‘hold harmless’’ provision). But it
also specifies that no state is to receive less
than it received in FY2000, and that, when
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there is an increase in funding above the
FY2000 level, every state is to receive at least
a portion of such increase (at least 20 percent
of my percentage increase in funds above the
FY2000 level).

Beyond the Meals on Wheels program, I am
excited about the other aspects of this pro-
gram. This bill contains:

New flexibility and modernization to better
serve this changing population while encour-
aging state innovation;

Notable and substantial reform of Title V of
the Act, the Senior Community Service Em-
ployment Program (SCSEP).

Emphasis on ombudsman programs, and
prevention of elder abuse, neglect and exploi-
tation.

Authorization of a National Family Care-
givers Support Program—offering support to
family members, or other individuals who pro-
vide in-home and community care to older in-
dividuals. This may include information to
caregiver about available services, assistance
in gaining access to services, counseling, or-
ganization of support groups and caregiver
training for problem solving. In addition, it is
designed to offer respite care to caregivers.

Once again, I thank the Chairman for yield-
ing and all his fine work on this legislation.
This legislation is another senior friendly ac-
complishment of this Congress that will make
an important difference in the lives of many
seniors.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to
take this opportunity to express my opinion on
the Older Americans Act Reauthorization (H.R.
782) and explain why I must vote against this
bill. Of course, I support efforts to ensure
America’s senior citizens have access to em-
ployment, nutritional and other services; how-
ever the federal government is neither con-
stitutionally authorized nor competent to pro-
vide such services.

Under the tenth amendment, the federal
government is forbidden from interfering in
areas such as providing employment and nu-
tritional services to any group of citizens.
Thus, when the federal government uses tax-
payer funds to support these services, it is vio-
lating the constitution. In a constitutional re-
public, good intentions are no excuse for con-
stitutional carelessness.

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, by involving itself
in these areas, the federal government has
politicized the offering of these services as
well as assured inefficiencies in their deliv-
ery—inefficiencies that would not be present if
the federal government respected its constitu-
tional limits and allowed states, local commu-
nities and private citizens to provide these vital
services to seniors. For example, one of the
most contentious areas of this bill is the fund-
ing that goes to private organization to provide
employment services. Many of these organiza-
tions are involved in partisan politics, and, be-
cause money is fungible, the federal grants to
these organizations make taxpayers de facto
underwriters of their political activities. As
Thomas Jefferson said: ‘‘To compel a man to
furnish funds for the propagation of ideas he
disbelieves and abhors is both sinful and ty-
rannical.’’ This ‘‘sinful and tyrannical’’ action is
inevitable whenever Congress exceeds its
constitutional limitations and abuses the taxing
power by forcing citizens to support the chari-
table activities of congressionally-favored or-
ganizations. One reason for this is that federal
funding encourages these organizations to be-

come involved in lobbying in order to gain
more federal support. These organizations
may even form alliances with other advocacy
groups in order to build greater support for
their cause.

When social services are nationalized, there
is inevitably waste and inefficiency in the dis-
tribution of the services. This is because when
the government administers social services
the lion’s share of those services are provided
to those with the most effective lobby or those
whose Congressional representative is able to
exercise the most clout at appropriations time.
While I applaud the efforts of certain of my
colleagues on the Education and Workforce
Committee to direct resources to where they
are truly needed, particularly Mr. Barrett’s ef-
forts to bring more resources to rural areas,
the politicization of social services will inevi-
tably result in some areas receiving inad-
equate funding to meet their demand for those
services. I have little doubt that if these pro-
grams were restored to the private sector
those areas with the greatest concentration of
needy seniors would receive priority over
those areas with the most powerful lobby.

There are ways to ensure that seniors have
opportunities for productive lives without vio-
lating the constitution and politicizing charity.
One way is to repeal the social security earn-
ings limit, which punishes seniors who con-
tinue to work in the private sector. Another
way is through generous tax credits and de-
ductions for taxpayers who support charitable
organization designed to provide services to
individuals. Finally, the best way to aide the
nation’s seniors, and those who are about to
be seniors, is to stop raiding the nation’s so-
cial security system to finance other unconsti-
tutional programs. This is why the first piece of
legislation I introduced this year was The So-
cial Security Preservation Act (H.R. 219),
which would ensure that social security mon-
ies would be spent on social security. I was
also a cosponsor of the legislation to end the
earnings limit, which passed the House of
Representatives this year. I am also cospon-
soring several pieces of legislation to allow
people to use more of their own resources to
help the needy by expanding the charitable
tax deduction.

Mr. Speaker, several years ago, when peo-
ple still recognized their moral duty to volun-
tarily help their fellow humans rather than ex-
pect the government to coerce their fellow citi-
zens to provide assistance through the welfare
state, my parents were involved in a local
Meals-on-Wheels program run by their church.
I remember how upset they were when their
local program was forced to conform to federal
standards or close its program because Con-
gress had decided to take control of delivering
hot food to the elderly. It is time that this Con-
gress return to the wisdom of the drafters of
the Constitution and return responsibility for
providing services to the nation’s seniors to
states, communities, churches, and other pri-
vate organizations who can provide those
services much more effectively and efficiently
than the federal government.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
strong support of H.R. 782, a bill to reauthor-
ize and make amendments to the Older Amer-
icans Act. I urge my colleagues to join in lend-
ing their support to this essential legislation.

H.R. 782 reauthorizes the Older Americans
Act through FY 2004. In doing so, it provides
funds for the administration on aging, various

native American programs for the elderly, im-
portant state and local programs for the elder-
ly, like nutrition and family care-giver services,
state run elder abuse prevention programs,
and senior employment programs. All of these
are vital services which are dependent upon
congressional authorization and appropriating.

The legislation also seeks to improve serv-
ices to the elderly through the establishment
of an ‘‘aging network.’’ Under this program,
funding formulae will be changed so that a
given state’s portion is based directly upon its
share of the senior population. At the same
time, however, a funding floor is established,
so that no state will see its funded amount
drop below FY 2000 levels. Moreover, by ac-
cepting these funds, the states will have to
provide a comprehensive plan to ensure that
the needs of its rural elderly citizens are being
addressed.

H.R. 782 further seeks to improve services
available to the elderly through the creation of
the national family care-giver support program.
This program will aid families in caring for el-
derly parents or other relatives, as well as for
grandparents who are forced to care for their
grandchildren, an increasingly common phe-
nomenon. The services available include: in-
formation on accessing services, counseling
and support training, respite care and other
supplemental assistance.

Moreover, Mr. Speaker, this bill authorizes
$475 million for FY 2001 for the senior com-
munity service employment program, which
assists low-income seniors in gaining employ-
ment and subsidizes those efforts.

As our population continues to age, it is vital
that the Congress act to ensure that our sen-
ior citizens have access to adequate nutrition
and increasingly, employment, services. Like-
wise, with many families opting to provide di-
rect care for their elderly relatives, rather than
relying on traditional nursing homes, we are
finding that the Federal Government, along
with the various states, can do much to facili-
tate their efforts.

This bill reauthorizing and amending the
Older Americans Act is being considered at a
critical moment. For this reason, and those
outlined above, I urge my colleagues to has-
ten its adoption.

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of H.R. 782, the Older Americans Act
Amendments. The reauthorization of the Older
Americans Act is five years overdue, and it is
time for Congress to show its support for our
nation’s seniors by passing this important bi-
partisan legislation. I applaud the efforts of my
colleagues in the Senate, particularly Senator
KENNEDY, for making this bill, which is so im-
portant to our nations seniors, a legislative pri-
ority.

I think we can all agree that renewing our
commitment to older Americans is an impor-
tant legacy for the 106th Congress. The Older
Americans Act includes crucial programs such
as the elderly nutrition program, which pro-
vides 240 million meals to over 3 million older
persons each year, as well as the Senior
Community Service Employment Program,
which provides part time employment opportu-
nities in community service activities to low-in-
come seniors. Both of these programs are in-
strumental in ensuring that older Americans
enjoy their golden years without having to con-
stantly worry about where their next meal will
come from.

A key addition to the Older Americans Act
in H.R. 782 is the National Family Caregiver
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Support Program. I was very pleased the
Committee adopted the amendment I offered
to boost the authorizing level of this program
to $125 million. This funding level is vital.
About 4.4 million people in the United States
over the age of 65 require long-term care due
to a functional disability. All too often the
needs of older Americans and the family
members that care for them create an undue
burden on the quality of life of the entire fam-
ily. This legislation would authorize $125 mil-
lion to establish a new program that would
provide grants to states for supporting the cru-
cial role of family members in the care of their
loved ones, by, for example, providing respite
care and adult care to complement the care
provided by family.

The National Family Caregiver Support Pro-
gram is just one of the many initiatives in the
Older Americans Act that promises to improve
the lives of some of our nation’s neediest and
most neglected citizens. I urge my colleagues
to stand with me in support of this important
legislation. We owe it to our nation’s seniors.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise
in support of the Older Americans Act Amend-
ments of 2000 (H.R. 782). It is impressive that
during the waning days of Congress, we could
reach a bipartisan, bicameral agreement on
this important legislation.

Since its enactment more than thirty years
ago, the Older Americans Act has enabled
millions of older persons, especially those with
disabilities, to remain independent and produc-
tive. Many of these individuals would have
been institutionalized were it not for the home
and community-based services such as meals
and transportation provided by the landmark
legislation. The nutrition programs, including
Meals on Wheels, provided about 240 million
congregate and home-delivered meals last
year to more than three million of our nation’s
senior citizens. Older Americans have also
benefited from the Senior Community Service
Employment program that provides on-the-job-
training for those who needs work.

As a member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, I have worked dili-
gently with my colleagues to reach a con-
sensus on reauthorization, and this legislation
before us addresses a number of critical
issues. One of the biggest debates during
committee consideration was funding for the
Senior Community Service Employment pro-
gram. H.R. 782 ensures that no state will re-
ceive less than it received in FY2000 and
every state is guaranteed a certain percentage
of any new money that is appropriate above
the FY2000 level. In addition, no national or-
ganization, such as Green Thumb, will receive
less than what is needed to match its effort in
FY2000. Further, this legislation continues to
target resources to the seniors who are most
in need and ensures that funds are more equi-
tably distributed between urban and rural
areas.

The size of the elderly population will begin
to dramatically increase in the next decade,
putting greater demands on the time and en-
ergy of family caregivers. We need to explore
ways to support our families when they are
called upon to fill these vital roles. I am
pleased that H.R. 782 includes the National
Family Caregiver Support Program. Modeled
after efforts begun in Wisconsin and else-
where, it would provide grants to states for the
following services: (1) information to care-
givers about available services; (2) assistance

to caregivers in gaining access to services;
and (3) counseling and training to help fami-
lies make decisions and solve problems re-
lated to their caregiving roles.

I know how important the Older Americans
Act is to millions of seniors, particularly those
in rural regions such as western Wisconsin.
That is why I urge my colleagues to support
this bipartisan legislation and demonstrate our
continued commitment to our nation’s seniors.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, this Member
rises today in strong support of H.R. 782, the
Older Americans Act Amendments.

The Older Americans Act has provided care
and services to our nation’s elderly population
through many programs, including meals on
wheels, congregate meals, home care, adult
day care, senior centers, senior transportation,
job training programs, a long term care om-
budsman, and abuse prevention and elder
rights.

In particular, this Member feels the National
Family Caregiver Support Program is an im-
portant provision which aids families in caring
for their elderly relatives, for grandparents car-
ing for grandchildren and other related chil-
dren. By providing care and extending the
ability of an aging family member to stay at
home, family caregivers reduce long-term
costs to Medicaid. The ability to provide res-
pite for those who care for an ailing family
member has proven to reduce stress and
burnout of these individuals who provide such
an invaluable service to their family. Services
provided through respite include information
and assistance in gaining access to services,
counseling, support and caregiver training,
respite care, and additional supplemental serv-
ices.

Mr. Speaker, this Member would like to
thank my colleague from Nebraska, Mr. BAR-
RETT, for introducing this important piece of
legislation. It provides important services that
many seniors rely on and this Member encour-
ages my colleagues to support it.

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
congratulate all those who have worked so
hard to make the reauthorization of the Older
Americans Act (OAA) a reality. This authoriza-
tion means more than just the mechanics of
legislation. It is about senior citizens, and how
their lives have been changed for the better by
the successful federal, state and local partner-
ships that have prospered under the OAA.

OAA programs are critical to the long-term
benefit of seniors. With the population of sen-
ior citizens about to skyrocket with the addition
of the ‘‘baby boom’’ generation, OAA pro-
grams represent a cost-efficient and effective
means to provide a community safety net for
the elderly. The continuing popularity of
Meals-on-Wheels and Green Thumb programs
in states—which have been very successful in
bringing isolated and idle elderly back into the
community fold—are testimony to the contin-
ued need for a federal, state, and local part-
nership oriented to the care of senior citizens.

These are programs I have seen working at
home in my Congressional district, located in
Southern New Jersey. I have delivered meals
to seniors and can tell you from personal ex-
perience that the looks on their faces, when
we come to their door with a hot meal, is by
itself reason enough to reauthorize the OAA.
I have seen countless numbers of senior citi-
zens in my district whose lives have been en-
riched by Green Thumb. In utilizing their
ample skills and experience, we are giving

seniors a renewed purpose in their lives by of-
fering them a chance to re-join the workforce.

Mr. Speaker, the OAA is a federal program
with two essential ingredients: cost-efficiency
and a record of success. In short, OAA pro-
grams represent a safety net, and have kept
seniors from sitting idle and becoming isolated
from their community.

By reauthorizing the OAA, Congress will re-
affirm its commitment to caring for our seniors
and retirees. I am very pleased that this im-
portant program will continue to enrich and im-
prove the quality of life of America’s seniors.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HANSEN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 782, as amended.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

COMPUTER SECURITY
ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 2000

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 2413) to amend the
National Institute of Standards and
Technology Act to enhance the ability
of the National Institute of Standards
and Technology to improve computer
security, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 2413

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Computer Secu-
rity Enhancement Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) The National Institute of Standards and
Technology has responsibility for developing
standards and guidelines needed to ensure the
cost-effective security and privacy of sensitive
information in Federal computer systems.

(2) The Federal Government has an important
role in ensuring the protection of sensitive, but
unclassified, information controlled by Federal
agencies.

(3) Technology that is based on the applica-
tion of cryptography exists and can be readily
provided by private sector companies to ensure
the confidentiality, authenticity, and integrity
of information associated with public and pri-
vate activities.

(4) The development and use of encryption
technologies by industry should be driven by
market forces rather than by Government im-
posed requirements.

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act are
to—

(1) reinforce the role of the National Institute
of Standards and Technology in ensuring the
security of unclassified information in Federal
computer systems; and
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(2) promote technology solutions based on pri-

vate sector offerings to protect the security of
Federal computer systems.
SEC. 3. VOLUNTARY STANDARDS FOR PUBLIC KEY

MANAGEMENT INFRASTRUCTURE.
Section 20(b) of the National Institute of

Standards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278g–
3(b)) is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), (4),
and (5) as paragraphs (3), (4), (8), and (9), re-
spectively; and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(2) upon request from the private sector, to
assist in establishing voluntary interoperable
standards, guidelines, and associated methods
and techniques to facilitate and expedite the es-
tablishment of non-Federal management infra-
structures for public keys that can be used to
communicate with and conduct transactions
with the Federal Government;’’.
SEC. 4. SECURITY OF FEDERAL COMPUTERS AND

NETWORKS.
Section 20(b) of the National Institute of

Standards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278g–
3(b)), as amended by section 3 of this Act, is fur-
ther amended by inserting after paragraph (4),
as so redesignated by section 3(1) of this Act, the
following new paragraphs:

‘‘(5) except for national security systems, as
defined in section 5142 of Public Law 104–106 (40
U.S.C. 1452), to provide guidance and assistance
to Federal agencies for protecting the security
and privacy of sensitive information in inter-
connected Federal computer systems, including
identification of significant risks thereto;

‘‘(6) to promote compliance by Federal agen-
cies with existing Federal computer information
security and privacy guidelines;

‘‘(7) in consultation with appropriate Federal
agencies, assist Federal response efforts related
to unauthorized access to Federal computer sys-
tems;’’.
SEC. 5. COMPUTER SECURITY IMPLEMENTATION.

Section 20 of the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278g–3) is
further amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) as
subsections (e) and (f), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘‘(c)(1) In carrying out subsection (a)(2) and
(3), the Institute shall—

‘‘(A) emphasize the development of tech-
nology-neutral policy guidelines for computer
security practices by the Federal agencies;

‘‘(B) promote the use of commercially avail-
able products, which appear on the list required
by paragraph (2), to provide for the security and
privacy of sensitive information in Federal com-
puter systems;

‘‘(C) develop qualitative and quantitative
measures appropriate for assessing the quality
and effectiveness of information security and
privacy programs at Federal agencies;

‘‘(D) perform evaluations and tests at Federal
agencies to assess existing information security
and privacy programs;

‘‘(E) promote development of accreditation
procedures for Federal agencies based on the
measures developed under subparagraph (C);

‘‘(F) if requested, consult with and provide as-
sistance to Federal agencies regarding the selec-
tion by agencies of security technologies and
products and the implementation of security
practices; and

‘‘(G)(i) develop uniform testing procedures
suitable for determining the conformance of
commercially available security products to the
guidelines and standards developed under sub-
section (a)(2) and (3);

‘‘(ii) establish procedures for certification of
private sector laboratories to perform the tests
and evaluations of commercially available secu-
rity products developed in accordance with
clause (i); and

‘‘(iii) promote the testing of commercially
available security products for their conform-

ance with guidelines and standards developed
under subsection (a)(2) and (3).

‘‘(2) The Institute shall maintain and make
available to Federal agencies and to the public
a list of commercially available security prod-
ucts that have been tested by private sector lab-
oratories certified in accordance with proce-
dures established under paragraph (1)(G)(ii),
and that have been found to be in conformance
with the guidelines and standards developed
under subsection (a)(2) and (3).

‘‘(3) The Institute shall annually transmit to
the Congress, in an unclassified format, a report
containing—

‘‘(A) the findings of the evaluations and tests
of Federal computer systems conducted under
this section during the 12 months preceding the
date of the report, including the frequency of
the use of commercially available security prod-
ucts included on the list required by paragraph
(2);

‘‘(B) the planned evaluations and tests under
this section for the 12 months following the date
of the report; and

‘‘(C) any recommendations by the Institute to
Federal agencies resulting from the findings de-
scribed in subparagraph (A), and the response
by the agencies to those recommendations.’’.
SEC. 6. COMPUTER SECURITY REVIEW, PUBLIC

MEETINGS, AND INFORMATION.
Section 20 of the National Institute of Stand-

ards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278g–3), as
amended by this Act, is further amended by in-
serting after subsection (c), as added by section
5 of this Act, the following new subsection:

‘‘(d)(1) The Institute shall solicit the rec-
ommendations of the Computer System Security
and Privacy Advisory Board, established by sec-
tion 21, regarding standards and guidelines that
are being considered for submittal to the Sec-
retary in accordance with subsection (a)(4). The
recommendations of the Board shall accompany
standards and guidelines submitted to the Sec-
retary.

‘‘(2) There are authorized to be appropriated
to the Secretary $1,030,000 for fiscal year 2001
and $1,060,000 for fiscal year 2002 to enable the
Computer System Security and Privacy Advisory
Board, established by section 21, to identify
emerging issues related to computer security,
privacy, and cryptography and to convene pub-
lic meetings on those subjects, receive presen-
tations, and publish reports, digests, and sum-
maries for public distribution on those sub-
jects.’’.
SEC. 7. LIMITATION ON PARTICIPATION IN RE-

QUIRING ENCRYPTION STANDARDS.
Section 20 of the National Institute of Stand-

ards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278g–3), as
amended by this Act, is further amended by
adding at the end the following new subsection:

‘‘(g) The Institute shall not promulgate, en-
force, or otherwise adopt standards, or carry out
activities or policies, for the Federal establish-
ment of encryption standards required for use in
computer systems other than Federal Govern-
ment computer systems.’’.
SEC. 8. MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS.

Section 20 of the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278g–3), as
amended by this Act, is further amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(9), as so redesignated by
section 3(1) of this Act, by inserting ‘‘to the ex-
tent that such coordination will improve com-
puter security and to the extent necessary for
improving such security for Federal computer
systems’’ after ‘‘Management and Budget)’’;

(2) in subsection (e), as so redesignated by sec-
tion 5(1) of this Act, by striking ‘‘shall draw
upon’’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘may draw
upon’’;

(3) in subsection (e)(2), as so redesignated by
section 5(1) of this Act, by striking ‘‘(b)(5)’’ and
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘(b)(8)’’; and

(4) in subsection (f)(1)(B)(i), as so redesig-
nated by section 5(1) of this Act, by inserting
‘‘and computer networks’’ after ‘‘computers’’.

SEC. 9. FEDERAL COMPUTER SYSTEM SECURITY
TRAINING.

Section 5(b) of the Computer Security Act of
1987 (40 U.S.C. 759 note) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph
(1);

(2) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (2) and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘; and’’;
and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(3) to include emphasis on protecting sen-
sitive information in Federal databases and
Federal computer sites that are accessible
through public networks.’’.
SEC. 10. COMPUTER SECURITY FELLOWSHIP PRO-

GRAM.
There are authorized to be appropriated to the

Secretary of Commerce $500,000 for fiscal year
2001 and $500,000 for fiscal year 2002 for the Di-
rector of the National Institute of Standards
and Technology for fellowships, subject to the
provisions of section 18 of the National Institute
of Standards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C.
278g–1), to support students at institutions of
higher learning in computer security. Amounts
authorized by this section shall not be subject to
the percentage limitation stated in such section
18.
SEC. 11. STUDY OF PUBLIC KEY INFRASTRUC-

TURE BY THE NATIONAL RESEARCH
COUNCIL.

(a) REVIEW BY NATIONAL RESEARCH COUN-
CIL.—Not later than 90 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Com-
merce shall enter into a contract with the Na-
tional Research Council of the National Acad-
emy of Sciences to conduct a study of public key
infrastructures for use by individuals, busi-
nesses, and government.

(b) CONTENTS.—The study referred to in sub-
section (a) shall—

(1) assess technology needed to support public
key infrastructures;

(2) assess current public and private plans for
the deployment of public key infrastructures;

(3) assess interoperability, scalability, and in-
tegrity of private and public entities that are
elements of public key infrastructures;

(4) make recommendations for Federal legisla-
tion and other Federal actions required to en-
sure the national feasibility and utility of public
key infrastructures; and

(5) address such other matters as the National
Research Council considers relevant to the
issues of public key infrastructure.

(c) INTERAGENCY COOPERATION WITH STUDY.—
All agencies of the Federal Government shall co-
operate fully with the National Research Coun-
cil in its activities in carrying out the study
under this section, including access by properly
cleared individuals to classified information if
necessary.

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Commerce shall transmit to the Com-
mittee on Science of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate a report set-
ting forth the findings, conclusions, and rec-
ommendations of the National Research Council
for public policy related to public key infra-
structures for use by individuals, businesses,
and government. Such report shall be submitted
in unclassified form.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary of Commerce $450,000 for fiscal year
2001, to remain available until expended, for
carrying out this section.
SEC. 12. PROMOTION OF NATIONAL INFORMA-

TION SECURITY.
The Under Secretary of Commerce for Tech-

nology shall—
(1) promote an increased use of security tech-

niques, such as risk assessment, and security
tools, such as cryptography, to enhance the pro-
tection of the Nation’s information infrastruc-
ture;
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(2) establish a central repository of informa-

tion for dissemination to the public to promote
awareness of information security
vulnerabilities and risks; and

(3) promote the development of the national,
standards-based infrastructure needed to sup-
port government, commercial, and private uses
of encryption technologies for confidentiality
and authentication.
SEC. 13. ELECTRONIC AUTHENTICATION INFRA-

STRUCTURE.
(a) ELECTRONIC AUTHENTICATION INFRASTRUC-

TURE.—
(1) GUIDELINES AND STANDARDS.—Not later

than 18 months after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Director, in consultation with
industry and appropriate Federal agencies,
shall develop electronic authentication infra-
structure guidelines and standards for use by
Federal agencies to assist those agencies to ef-
fectively select and utilize electronic authentica-
tion technologies in a manner that is—

(A) adequately secure to meet the needs of
those agencies and their transaction partners;
and

(B) interoperable, to the maximum extent pos-
sible.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The guidelines and standards
developed under paragraph (1) shall include—

(A) protection profiles for cryptographic and
noncryptographic methods of authenticating
identity for electronic authentication products
and services;

(B) a core set of interoperability specifications
for the Federal acquisition of electronic authen-
tication products and services; and

(C) validation criteria to enable Federal agen-
cies to select cryptographic electronic authen-
tication products and services appropriate to
their needs.

(3) COORDINATION WITH NATIONAL POLICY
PANEL.—The Director shall ensure that the de-
velopment of guidelines and standards with re-
spect to cryptographic electronic authentication
products and services under this subsection is
carried out in consultation with the National
Policy Panel for Digital Signatures established
under subsection (e).

(4) REVISIONS.—The Director shall periodi-
cally review the guidelines and standards devel-
oped under paragraph (1) and revise them as
appropriate.

(b) LISTING OF VALIDATED PRODUCTS.—Not
later than 30 months after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, and thereafter, the Director
shall maintain and make available to Federal
agencies and to the public a list of commercially
available electronic authentication products,
and other such products used by Federal agen-
cies, evaluated as conforming with the guide-
lines and standards developed under subsection
(a).

(c) SPECIFICATIONS FOR ELECTRONIC CERTIFI-
CATION AND MANAGEMENT TECHNOLOGIES.—

(1) SPECIFICATIONS.—The Director shall, as
appropriate, establish core specifications for
particular electronic certification and manage-
ment technologies, or their components, for use
by Federal agencies.

(2) EVALUATION.—The Director shall advise
Federal agencies on how to evaluate the con-
formance with the specifications established
under paragraph (1) of electronic certification
and management technologies, developed for use
by Federal agencies or available for such use.

(3) MAINTENANCE OF LIST.—The Director shall
maintain and make available to Federal agen-
cies a list of electronic certification and manage-
ment technologies evaluated as conforming to
the specifications established under paragraph
(1).

(d) REPORTS.—Not later than 18 months after
the date of the enactment of this Act, and annu-
ally thereafter, the Director shall transmit to
the Congress a report that includes—

(1) a description and analysis of the utiliza-
tion by Federal agencies of electronic authen-
tication technologies; and

(2) an evaluation of the extent to which Fed-
eral agencies’ electronic authentication infra-
structures conform to the guidelines and stand-
ards developed under subsection (a)(1).

(e) NATIONAL POLICY PANEL FOR DIGITAL SIG-
NATURES.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Under Secretary shall establish a National Pol-
icy Panel for Digital Signatures. The Panel
shall be composed of government, academic, and
industry technical and legal experts on the im-
plementation of digital signature technologies,
State officials, including officials from States
which have enacted laws recognizing the use of
digital signatures, and representative individ-
uals from the interested public.

(2) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Panel shall serve
as a forum for exploring all relevant factors as-
sociated with the development of a national dig-
ital signature infrastructure based on uniform
guidelines and standards to enable the wide-
spread availability and use of digital signature
systems. The Panel shall develop—

(A) model practices and procedures for certifi-
cation authorities to ensure the accuracy, reli-
ability, and security of operations associated
with issuing and managing digital certificates;

(B) guidelines and standards to ensure con-
sistency among jurisdictions that license certifi-
cation authorities; and

(C) audit procedures for certification authori-
ties.

(3) COORDINATION.—The Panel shall coordi-
nate its efforts with those of the Director under
subsection (a).

(4) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT.—The Under
Secretary shall provide administrative support
to enable the Panel to carry out its responsibil-
ities.

(5) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Under
Secretary shall transmit to the Congress a report
containing the recommendations of the Panel.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this
section—

(1) the term ‘‘certification authorities’’ means
issuers of digital certificates;

(2) the term ‘‘digital certificate’’ means an
electronic document that binds an individual’s
identity to the individual’s key;

(3) the term ‘‘digital signature’’ means a
mathematically generated mark utilizing key
cryptography techniques that is unique to both
the signatory and the information signed;

(4) the term ‘‘digital signature infrastructure’’
means the software, hardware, and personnel
resources, and the procedures, required to effec-
tively utilize digital certificates and digital sig-
natures;

(5) the term ‘‘electronic authentication’’
means cryptographic or noncryptographic meth-
ods of authenticating identity in an electronic
communication;

(6) the term ‘‘electronic authentication infra-
structure’’ means the software, hardware, and
personnel resources, and the procedures, re-
quired to effectively utilize electronic authen-
tication technologies;

(7) the term ‘‘electronic certification and man-
agement technologies’’ means computer systems,
including associated personnel and procedures,
that enable individuals to apply unique digital
signatures to electronic information;

(8) the term ‘‘protection profile’’ means a list
of security functions and associated assurance
levels used to describe a product; and

(9) the term ‘‘Under Secretary’’ means the
Under Secretary of Commerce for Technology.
SEC. 14. SOURCE OF AUTHORIZATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary of Commerce $7,000,000 for fiscal year
2001 and $8,000,000 for fiscal year 2002, for the
National Institute of Standards and Technology
to carry out activities authorized by this Act for
which funds are not otherwise specifically au-
thorized to be appropriated by this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks on H.R. 2413.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2413 updates the
Computer Security Act of 1987 to im-
prove computer security for Federal ci-
vilian agencies and the private sector.
The Computer Security Act of 1987
gave authority over computer and com-
munications security standards and
Federal civilian agencies to NIST. The
Computer Security Enhancement Act
of 2000 strengthens that authority and
directs funds to implement practices
and procedures which will ensure that
the Federal standards-setting process
remains open to public input and anal-
ysis. When implemented, the bill will
provide guidance and assistance on pro-
tection of electronic information to
Federal civilian agencies.

Since 1993, the General Accounting
Office has issued over 35 reports de-
scribing serious information security
weaknesses at major Federal agencies.
In 1999, the GAO reported that during
the previous 2 years serious informa-
tion security control weaknesses had
been reported for most of the Federal
agencies. Recently, the GAO gave the
Federal Government an overall grade
of D minus for its computer security
efforts. Specifically, hearings held by
the Committee on Science earlier this
year identified information security
leaks at the Department of Energy and
the Federal Aviation Administration
that threaten our Nation’s safety, se-
curity, and economic well-being.

Much has changed in the years since
the Computer Security Act of 1987 was
enacted. The proliferation of
networked systems, the Internet, and
Web access are just a few of the dra-
matic advances in information tech-
nology that have occurred.

b 1400

The Computer Security Enhance-
ment Act of 2000 addresses these
changes, promotes the use of commer-
cially available products, and encour-
ages an open exchange of information
between NIST and the private sector,
all of which will help facilitate better
security for Federal systems.

Finally, the legislation is technology
neutral and is careful not to advocate
any specific computer security or elec-
tronic authentication technology.
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Mr. Speaker, while no single piece of

legislation can fully protect our Fed-
eral civilian computer security sys-
tems, H.R. 2413 is a necessary step in
the right direction. It has been unani-
mously supported by the Committee on
Science and includes a number of pro-
visions offered by the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON); the gentle-
woman from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA),
chair of the Subcommittee on Tech-
nology; the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. BARCIA), ranking member of that
subcommittee; and the gentleman from
California (Mr. KUYKENDALL), a mem-
ber of the Cyber Security Leadership
Team of the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HASTERT).

I urge all my colleagues to support
swift passage of this bill today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I would first, of course,
like to compliment the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. BARCIA) and the
gentlewoman from Maryland (Mrs.
MORELLA) and the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON) and, of course,
the chairman, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Chairman SENSENBRENNER), for
their very hard work on this question
of computer security.

I get asked about that so very much
and so very often. This has been an im-
portant topic for this committee for 15
years or more and dating back to the
committee at the time when Congress-
man Jack Brooks enacted the very
first security computer law dealing
with federally owned computers.

H.R. 2413 brings our computer secu-
rity efforts into the Internet age by
working to upgrade the security of un-
classified Federal computer systems
and networks. The computer world has
changed dramatically since we wrote
the original Computer Security Act in
the mid-1980s. Then we were coping
with a new set of problems brought
about by the arrival of personal securi-
ties and the movement of computer se-
curity problems that move beyond the
mainframe computers.

Now, with the arrival of the World
Wide Web, attacks on government com-
puters are far more difficult to detect
and certainly come from anywhere in
the world. So effective and coordinated
Federal computer security is now more
important than it has ever been before.

H.R. 2413 confirms the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology’s
lead role in setting policy guidelines
and measuring the effectiveness of
computer security practices in civilian
agencies.

NIST is also authorized to provide
guidance and assistance to Federal
agencies in the protection of inter-
connected computer systems and to
promote compliance by Federal agen-
cies with the existing computer infor-
mation security and privacy guidelines
and to assist other agencies in respond-
ing to unauthorized access to Federal
computer systems.

Thanks to the leadership of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. GORDON),
H.R. 2413 also will permit the Federal
Government to advance e-commerce
and e-government by providing for se-
cure electronic authentication tech-
nologies.

Mr. Speaker, there has never been a
time when so much of our lives have
been documented by Federal com-
puters. Veterans all across this coun-
try have the right to expect their med-
ical records to be secure. Our seniors
have to be able to depend on the secu-
rity of the Social Security Administra-
tion’s computers. The IRS must be able
to protect our tax records from disclo-
sure. Small businesses that deal with
the government must have their
records protected from potential com-
petitors.

NIST has long been a leader in com-
puter security, and it makes a lot of
sense for NIST to share this expertise
with other agencies. Therefore, I urge
my colleagues to pass this important
piece of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON), who is the
ranking member on the Subcommittee
on Space and Aeronautics, has been un-
believably supportive in the drawing
and passing and bringing to this stage
this piece of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON).

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 2413.

The gentleman from Wisconsin
(Chairman SENSENBRENNER) and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) have
already outlined the provisions of this
bill.

I would like to take a couple of min-
utes to stress two points. First, the
provisions of this bill are techno-
logically neutral; and second, the bill
would allow for strong private sector
input in the development of good Fed-
eral computer security and authentica-
tion practices.

The bill that we have on the floor
today is the result of 2 years of bipar-
tisan work on the Committee on
Science. The Committee on Science
has held numerous hearings on these
provisions, and we have incorporated
constructive changes suggested by the
industry and the administration.

The resulting legislation strengthens
NIST’s role in improving the computer
security practices at Federal agencies.
It also authorizes NIST to advise the
agencies as needed on the deployment
of electronic authentication tech-
nologies. These provisions ensure that
the private sector has a strong voice in
the development of electronic authen-
tication policies considered by the Fed-
eral agencies and that agencies rely on
commercially available products and
service as much as possible.

The bill also makes clear that any
Federal policies on computer security
and electronic authentication practices
by Federal agencies must be techno-
logically neutral.

I again want to thank the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Chairman SENSEN-
BRENNER) for his leadership on this
issue and working closely with me on
this legislation. We have both been mo-
tivated by the importance that we
place on the broad issues of electronic
security.

In addition, I want to thank Mike
Quear and Jeff Grove on the Com-
mittee on Science and the staff of the
Committee on Commerce on both sides
for their work for perfecting this legis-
lation.

This is a good bill representing sound
policy. I urge my colleagues to support
H.R. 2413.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, over
the last four years, the Technology
subcommittee that I chair in the
Science Committee has held several
hearings on computer security and has
reviewed H.R. 2413 in depth. Computer
security continues to be an ongoing
and challenging problem that demands
the attention of the Congress, the Ex-
ecutive Branch, industry, academia,
and the public.

The explosive growth in Electronic
Commerce highlights the nation’s ever
increasing dependence upon the secure
and reliable operation of our computer
systems. Computer security, therefore,
has a vital influence on our economic
health and our nation’s security, and
that is why it is important that we
pass H.R. 2413 here today.

H.R. 2413 authorizes $9 million in FY
2001 and $9.5 million in FY 2002 to the
National Institute of Standards and
Technology to: Promote the use of
commercially available off-the-shelf
security products by Federal agencies,
an initiative strongly supported by the
Information Technology Association of
America and others; Increase privacy
protection by giving an independent
advisory board more responsibility and
resources to review NIST’s computer
security efforts and make rec-
ommendations; Support the develop-
ment of well trained workforce by cre-
ating a fellowship program in the field
of computer security; Study the efforts
of the Federal government to develop a
secure, interoperable electronic infra-
structure; and finally,—Establish an
expert review team to assist agencies
to identify and fix existing information
security vulnerabilities.

I am proud of the important work
NIST is doing in the area of computer
security, and I am pleased H.R. 2413
provides additional resources and tools
to assist in its efforts.

Located in Gaithersburg, Maryland,
NIST plays a critical role to improve
computer security for the Federal Gov-
ernment and the private sector. Under
NIST’s statutory federal responsibil-
ities, it works to develop standards and
guidelines for agencies to help protect
their sensitive unclassified information
systems.

Additionally, NIST works with the
information technology (IT) industry
and IT users in the private sector on
computer security in support of its
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broad mission to strengthen the U.S.
economy, and especially to improve
the competitiveness of the U.S. infor-
mation technology industry. In con-
ducting its computer security efforts,
NIST works closely with industry, Fed-
eral agencies, testing organizations,
standards groups, academia, and pri-
vate sector users.

Specifically, NIST works to improve
the awareness of the need for computer
security and conducts cutting-edge re-
search on new technologies and their
security implications and
vulnerabilities. NIST works to develop
security standards and specifications
to help users specify security needs in
their procurements and establish min-
imum-security requirements for Fed-
eral systems.

NIST develops and managers secu-
rity-testing programs, in cooperation
with private sector testing labora-
tories, to enable user to have con-
fidence that a product meets a security
specification. Finally, NIST produces
security guidance to promote security
planning, and secure system operations
and administration.

I have already mentioned NIST’s im-
portant role in standards development.
NIST has long been active in devel-
oping Federal cryptographic standards
and working in cooperation with pri-
vate sector voluntary standards orga-
nizations in this area. Recently, NIST
facilitated the worldwide competition
to develop a new encryption technique
that can be used to protect computer-
ized information, know as the Ad-
vanced Encryption Standard (AES),
which will serve 21st century security
needs.

Another aspect of NIST’s standards
activities concerns Public Key and Key
Management Infrastructures. The use
of cryptographic services across net-
works requires the use of ‘‘certificates’’
that bind cryptographic keys and other
security information to specific users
or entities in the network. NIST has
been actively involved in working with
industry and the Federal government
to promote the security and interoper-
ability of such infrastures.

Mr. Speaker, a wide array of tech-
nology organizations and the Adminis-
tration have recognized the need for
H.R. 2413 and to protect our nation’s
information technology security. I
urge my colleagues to stand with these
organizations and myself to take this
important step towards securing our
computer data and resources from ma-
licious attack. I urge passage of H.R.
2413.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in strong support for H.R. 2413, the
Computer Security Enhancement Act of 2000.
This bill reinforces the role of the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology (NIST) in
ensuring the security and privacy of federal ci-
vilian computer systems, and promotes the
use of technology solutions developed by the
private sector. The measure affirms NIST’s
role as the lead agency for creating and main-
taining standards for federal computer security
and emphasizes the need for protecting sen-

sitive information in federal databases and on
publicly accessible government Web sites.
The committee states that NIST should focus
on security issues that have emerged with the
rapid changes in computer technology since
passage of the Computer Security Act of
1987.

The bill authorizes $7 million in FY 2001,
and $8 million in FY 2002 for NIST to carry
out the measure, not including funds otherwise
specifically authorized.

This legislation comes in response to a
1999 General Accounting Office (GAO) report
that stated that, during the previous two years,
serious information security control weak-
nesses had been reported for most federal
agencies, and GAO recently gave the federal
government an overall grade of ‘‘D-minus’’ for
its computer security efforts.

The Computer Security Act of 1987 (P.L.
100–235) gave authority over computer and
communication security standards in federal
civilian agencies to the National Institute of
Standards and Technology (NIST). However,
the Science Committee notes that there have
been dramatic changes in computer tech-
nology since the 1987 Act, citing the prolifera-
tion of networked systems, the Internet and
Web access.

The bill authorizes NIST to provide guidance
and assistance—including risk identification—
to Federal agencies in the protection of infor-
mation technology infrastructure (except for
national security systems); provide information
on existing security and privacy guidelines to
promote compliance by Federal agencies; and
consult with agencies on incidences of unau-
thorized access to Federal computer systems.
The bill instructs NIST to develop measures to
assess the effectiveness of agencies’ privacy
programs, perform evaluations and promote
accreditation procedures for agency informa-
tion security programs. The bill also directs
NISt to report annually to Congress on its
evaluations of federal computer systems, the
use of commercially available security prod-
ucts by agencies, evaluations planned for the
next year and any recommendations resulting
from past evaluations.

The bill requires NIST to work with the
Computer System Security and Privacy Advi-
sory Board in setting standards and guidelines
for the security of federal computer systems
and to include the board’s recommendations
in Commerce Department reviews of proposed
standards, guidelines and regulations. The
measure authorizes $1 million in each of FY
2001 and FY 2002 for the board to hold public
meetings and publish reports and other rel-
evant information on emerging computer secu-
rity and cryptology issues. the board, made up
of representatives from industry, federal agen-
cies and outside experts, would report directly
to the science committees in the House and
Senate.

The measure prohibits NIST from creating
or enforcing any standards or policies relating
to computer systems outside the federal gov-
ernment.

I believe that this is an important step to
take in our effort to encourage computer net-
work security in the federal workplace.

However, I would advise that it is also im-
portant that the federal government develops
and maintain an adequate supply of computer
security professionals. We must be sure that
those who are entrusted with the network se-
curity of our nation’s interconnected computers

are dedicated and well trained information and
network security experts.

Far too often those who are assigned net-
work administrative functions, must share that
responsibility among other assigned task,
which might take precedence over their com-
puter system responsibilities. The computer
system is not deemed a priority unless access
to files and informational resources are de-
nied, then the systems specialist is expected
to respond quickly to address the problem and
restore service. The responsibility of network
security is to maintain the routine maintenance
of the system, which is vital to the smooth
overall functioning of a computer system.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HANSEN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2413, as amended.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

NATIONAL SCIENCE EDUCATION
ACT

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 4271) to establish and
expand programs relating to science,
mathematics, engineering, and tech-
nology education, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 4271

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National
Science Education Act’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:
(1) As concluded in the report of the Com-

mittee on Science of the House of Represent-
atives, ‘‘Unlocking Our Future Toward a
New National Science Policy’’, which was
adopted by the House of Representatives, the
United States must maintain and improve
its preeminent position in science and tech-
nology in order to advance human under-
standing of the universe and all it contains,
and to improve the lives, health, and free-
doms of all people.

(2) It is estimated that more than half of
the economic growth of the United States
today results directly from research and de-
velopment in science and technology. The
most fundamental research is responsible for
investigating our perceived universe, to ex-
tend our observations to the outer limits of
what our minds and methods can achieve,
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and to seek answers to questions that have
never been asked before. Applied research
continues the process by applying the an-
swers from basic science to the problems
faced by individuals, organizations, and gov-
ernments in the everyday activities that
make our lives more livable. The scientific-
technological sector of our economy, which
has driven our recent economic boom and led
the United States to the longest period of
prosperity in history, is fueled by the work
and discoveries of the scientific community.

(3) The effectiveness of the United States
in maintaining this economic growth will be
largely determined by the intellectual cap-
ital of the United States. Education is crit-
ical to developing this resource.

(4) The education program of the United
States needs to provide for 3 different kinds
of intellectual capital. First, it needs sci-
entists, mathematicians, and engineers to
continue the research and development that
are central to the economic growth of the
United States. Second, it needs techno-
logically proficient workers who are com-
fortable and capable dealing with the de-
mands of a science-based, high-technology
workplace. Last, it needs scientifically lit-
erate voters and consumers to make intel-
ligent decisions about public policy.

(5) Student performance on the recent
Third International Mathematics and
Science Study highlights the shortcomings
of current K–12 science and mathematics
education in the United States, particularly
when compared to other countries. We must
expect more from our Nation’s educators and
students if we are to build on the accom-
plishments of previous generations. New
methods of teaching science, mathematics,
engineering, and technology are required, as
well as better curricula and improved train-
ing of teachers.

(6) Science is more than a collection of
facts, theories, and results. It is a process of
inquiry built upon observations and data
that leads to a way of knowing and explain-
ing in logically derived concepts and theo-
ries. Mathematics is more than procedures
to be memorized. It is a field that requires
reasoning, understanding, and making con-
nections in order to solve problems. Engi-
neering is more than just designing and
building. It is the process of making com-
promises to optimize design and assessing
risks so that designs and products best solve
a given problem. Technology is more than
using computer applications, the Internet,
and programming. Technology is the innova-
tion, change, or modification of the natural
environment, based on scientific, mathe-
matical, and engineering principles.

(7) Students should learn science primarily
by doing science. Science education ought to
reflect the scientific process and be object-
oriented, experiment-centered, and concept-
based. Students should learn mathematics
with understanding that numeric systems
have intrinsic properties that can represent
objects and systems in real life, and can be
applied in solving problems. Engineering
education should reflect the realities of real
world design, and should involve hands-on
projects and require students to make trade-
offs based upon evidence. Students should
learn technology as both a tool to solve
other problems and as a process by which
people adapt the natural world to suit their
own purposes. Computers represent a par-
ticularly useful form of technology, enabling
students and teachers to acquire data, model
systems, visualize phenomena, communicate
and organize information, and collaborate
with others in powerful new ways. A back-
ground in the basics of information tech-
nology is essential for success in the modern
workplace and the modern world.

(8) Children are naturally curious and in-
quisitive. To successfully tap into these in-
nate qualities, education in science, mathe-
matics, engineering, and technology must
begin at an early age and continue through-
out the entire school experience.

(9) Teachers provide the essential connec-
tion between students and the content they
are learning. Prospective teachers need to be
identified and recruited by presenting to
them a career that is respected by their
peers, is financially and intellectually re-
warding, contains sufficient opportunities
for advancement, and has continuing access
to professional development.

(10) Teachers need to have incentives to re-
main in the classroom and improve their
practice, and training of teachers is essential
if the results are to be good. Teachers need
to be knowledgeable of their content area, of
their curriculum, of up-to-date research in
teaching and learning, and of techniques
that can be used to connect that information
to their students in their classroom.
SEC. 3. ASSURANCE OF CONTINUED LOCAL CON-

TROL.
Nothing in this Act may be construed to

authorize any department, agency, officer, or
employee of the United States to exercise
any direction, supervision, or control over
the curriculum, program of instruction, ad-
ministration, or personnel of any edu-
cational institution or school system.
SEC. 4. MASTER TEACHER GRANT PROGRAM.

(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Director of
the National Science Foundation shall con-
duct a grant program to make grants to a
State or local educational agency, a private
elementary or middle school, or a consor-
tium of any combination of those entities,
for the purpose of hiring a master teacher
described in subsection (b).

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—In order to be eligible to
receive a grant under this subsection, a
State or local educational agency, private el-
ementary or middle school, or consortium
described in subsection (a) shall submit to
the Director a description of the relationship
the master teacher will have vis-a-vis other
administrative and managerial staff and the
State and local educational agency, the ratio
of master teachers to other teachers, and the
requirements for a master teacher of the
State or local educational agency or school,
including certification requirements and job
responsibilities of the master teacher. Job
responsibilities must include a discussion of
any responsibility the master teacher will
have for—

(1) development or implementation of
science, mathematics, engineering, or tech-
nology curricula;

(2) in-classroom assistance;
(3) authority over hands-on inquiry mate-

rials, equipment, and supplies;
(4) mentoring other teachers or fulfilling

any leadership role; and
(5) professional development, including

training other master teachers or other
teachers, or developing or implementing pro-
fessional development programs.

(c) ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTIVENESS.—The
Director shall assess the effectiveness of ac-
tivities carried out under this section.

(d) FUNDS.—
(1) SOURCE.—Grants shall be made under

this section out of funds available for the
National Science Foundation for education
and human resources activities.

(2) AUTHORIZATION.—There are authorized
to be appropriated to the National Science
Foundation to carry out this section
$50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2001
through 2003.
SEC. 5. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM AUTHOR-

IZED.
(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—
(A) GRANT PROGRAM.—The Director of the

National Science Foundation shall, subject
to appropriations, carry out a demonstration
project under which the Director awards
grants in accordance with this section to eli-
gible local educational agencies.

(B) USES OF FUNDS.—A local educational
agency that receives a grant under this sec-
tion may use such grant funds to develop a
program that builds or expands mathe-
matics, science, and information technology
curricula, to purchase equipment necessary
to establish such program, and to provide
professional development in such fields.

(2) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.—The program
described in paragraph (1) shall—

(A) provide professional development spe-
cifically in information technology, mathe-
matics, and science; and

(B) provide students with specialized train-
ing in mathematics, science, and informa-
tion technology.

(b) ELIGIBLE LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEN-
CIES.—For purposes of this section, a local
educational agency or consortium of local
educational agencies is eligible to receive a
grant under this section if the agency or
consortium—

(1) provides assurances that it has executed
conditional agreements with representatives
of the private sector to provide services and
funds described in subsection (c); and

(2) agrees to enter into an agreement with
the Director to comply with the require-
ments of this section.

(c) PRIVATE SECTOR PARTICIPATION.—The
conditional agreements referred to in sub-
section (b)(1) shall describe participation by
the private sector, including—

(1) the donation of computer hardware and
software;

(2) the establishment of internship and
mentoring opportunities for students who
participate in the information technology
program; and

(3) the donation of higher education schol-
arship funds for eligible students who have
participated in the information technology
program.

(d) APPLICATION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—To apply for a grant under

this section, each eligible local educational
agency or consortium of local educational
agencies shall submit an application to the
Director in accordance with guidelines es-
tablished by the Director pursuant to para-
graph (2).

(2) GUIDELINES.—
(A) REQUIREMENTS.—The guidelines re-

ferred to in paragraph (1) shall require, at a
minimum, that the application include—

(i) a description of proposed activities con-
sistent with the uses of funds and program
requirements under subsection (a)(1)(B) and
(a)(2);

(ii) a description of the higher education
scholarship program, including criteria for
selection, duration of scholarship, number of
scholarships to be awarded each year, and
funding levels for scholarships; and

(iii) evidence of private sector participa-
tion and financial support to establish an in-
ternship, mentoring, and scholarship pro-
gram.

(B) GUIDELINE PUBLICATION.—The Director
shall issue and publish such guidelines not
later than 6 months after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(3) SELECTION.—The Director shall select a
local educational agency to receive an award
under this section in accordance with sub-
section (e) and on the basis of merit to be de-
termined after conducting a comprehensive
review.

(e) PRIORITY.—The Director shall give spe-
cial priority in awarding grants under this
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section to eligible local educational agencies
that—

(1) demonstrate the greatest ability to ob-
tain commitments from representatives of
the private sector to provide services and
funds described under subsection (c); and

(2) demonstrate the greatest economic
need.

(f) ASSESSMENT.—The Director shall assess
the effectiveness of activities carried out
under this section.

(g) STUDY AND REPORT.—The Director—
(1) shall initiate an evaluative study of eli-

gible students selected for scholarships pur-
suant to this section in order to measure the
effectiveness of the demonstration program;
and

(2) shall report the findings of the study to
Congress not later than 4 years after the
award of the first scholarship. Such report
shall include the number of students grad-
uating from an institution of higher edu-
cation with a major in mathematics, science,
or information technology and the number of
students who find employment in such fields.

(h) DEFINITION.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided, for purposes of this section, the term
‘‘eligible student’’ means a student enrolled
in the 12th grade who—

(1) has participated in an information tech-
nology program established pursuant to this
section;

(2) has demonstrated a commitment to
pursue a career in information technology,
mathematics, science, or engineering; and

(3) has attained high academic standing
and maintains a grade point average of not
less than 3.0 on a 4.0 scale for the last two
years of secondary school (11th and 12th
grades).

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section, $3,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2001 through 2003.

(j) MAXIMUM GRANT AWARD.—An award
made to an eligible local educational agency
under this section may not exceed $300,000.
SEC. 6. DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION ON RE-

QUIRED COURSE OF STUDY FOR CA-
REERS IN SCIENCE, MATHEMATICS,
ENGINEERING, AND TECHNOLOGY
EDUCATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation shall, jointly with
the Secretary of Education, compile and dis-
seminate information (including through
outreach, school counselor education, and
visiting speakers) regarding—

(1) typical standard prerequisites for mid-
dle school and high school students who seek
to enter a course of study at an institution
of higher education in science, mathematics,
engineering, or technology education for
purposes of teaching in an elementary or sec-
ondary school; and

(2) the licensing requirements in each
State for science, mathematics, engineering,
or technology elementary or secondary
school teachers.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated for
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section $5,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2001 through 2003.
SEC. 7. REQUIREMENT TO CONDUCT STUDY

EVALUATION.
(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Director of the

National Science Foundation shall enter into
an agreement with the National Academies
of Sciences and Engineering under which the
Academies shall review existing studies on
the effectiveness of technology in the class-
room on learning and student performance,
using various measures of learning and
teaching outcome including standardized
tests of student achievement, and explore
the feasibility of one or more methodological

frameworks to be used in evaluations of
technologies that have different purposes
and are used by schools and school systems
with diverse educational goals. The study
evaluation shall include, to the extent avail-
able, information on the type of technology
used in each classroom, the reason that such
technology works, and the teacher training
that is conducted in conjunction with the
technology.

(b) DEADLINE FOR COMPLETION.—The study
evaluation required by subsection (a) shall
be completed not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(c) DEFINITION OF TECHNOLOGY.—In this
section, the term ‘‘technology’’ has the
meaning given that term in section 3113(11)
of the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6813(11)).

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation for the pur-
pose of conducting the study evaluation re-
quired by subsection (a), $600,000.
SEC. 8. TEACHER TECHNOLOGY PROFESSIONAL

DEVELOPMENT.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-

tional Science Foundation shall establish a
grant program under which grants may be
made to a State or local educational agency,
a private elementary or middle school, or a
consortium consisting of any combination of
those entities for instruction of teachers for
grades kindergarten through the 12th grade
on the use of information technology in the
classroom. Grants awarded under this sec-
tion shall be used for training teachers to
use—

(1) classroom technology, including hard-
ware, software, communications tech-
nologies, and laboratory equipment; or

(2) specific technology for science, mathe-
matics, engineering or technology instruc-
tion, including data acquisition, modeling,
visualization, simulation, and numerical
analysis.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated for
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section $10,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2001 through 2003.
SEC. 9. SCIENCE, MATHEMATICS, ENGINEERING,

AND TECHNOLOGY BUSINESS EDU-
CATION CONFERENCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Director of the National Science Founda-
tion shall convene the first of an annual 3- to
5-day conference for kindergarten through
the 12th grade science, mathematics, engi-
neering, and technology education stake-
holders, including—

(1) representatives from Federal, State,
and local governments, private industries,
private businesses, and professional organi-
zations;

(2) educators;
(3) science, mathematics, engineering, and

technology educational resource providers;
(4) students; and
(5) any other stakeholders the Director de-

termines would provide useful participation
in the conference.

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the con-
ference convened under subsection (a) shall
be to—

(1) identify and gather information on ex-
isting science, mathematics, engineering,
and technology education programs and re-
source providers, including information on
distribution, partners, cost assessment, and
derivation;

(2) determine the extent of any existing co-
ordination between providers of curricular
activities, initiatives, and units; and

(3) identify the common goals and dif-
ferences among the participants at the con-
ference.

(c) REPORT AND PUBLICATION.—At the con-
clusion of the conference the Director of the
National Science Foundation shall—

(1) transmit to the Committee on Science
of the House of Representatives and to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation of the Senate a report on the
outcome and conclusions of the conference,
including an inventory of curricular activi-
ties, initiatives, and units, the content of the
conference, and strategies developed that
will support partnerships and leverage re-
sources; and

(2) ensure that a similar report is published
and distributed as widely as possible to
stakeholders in science, mathematics, engi-
neering, and technology education.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated for
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section—

(1) $300,000 for fiscal year 2001; and
(2) $200,000 for each of fiscal years 2002 and

2003.
SEC. 10. GRANTS FOR DISTANCE LEARNING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation may make com-
petitive, merit-based awards to develop part-
nerships for distance learning of science,
mathematics, engineering, and technology
education to a State or local educational
agency or to a private elementary, middle,
or secondary school, under any grant pro-
gram administered by the Director using
funds appropriated to the National Science
Foundation for activities in which distance
learning is integrated into the education
process in grades kindergarten through the
12th grade.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated for
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section $5,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2001 through 2003.
SEC. 11. SCHOLARSHIPS TO PARTICIPATE IN CER-

TAIN RESEARCH ACTIVITIES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The President, acting

through the National Science Foundation,
shall provide scholarships to teachers at pub-
lic and private schools in grades kinder-
garten through the 12th grade in order that
such teachers may participate in research
programs conducted at private entities or
Federal or State government agencies. The
purpose of such scholarships shall be to pro-
vide teachers with an opportunity to expand
their knowledge of science, mathematics, en-
gineering, technology, and research tech-
niques.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In order to be eligible
to receive a scholarship under this section, a
teacher described in subsection (a) shall be
required to develop, in conjunction with the
private entity or government agency at
which the teacher will be participating in a
research program, a proposal to be submitted
to the President describing the types of re-
search activities involved.

(c) PERIOD OF PROGRAM.—Participation in
a research program in accordance with this
section may be for a period of one academic
year or two sequential summers.

(d) USE OF FUNDS.—The Director may only
use funds for purposes of this section for sal-
aries of scholarship recipients, administra-
tive expenses (including information dis-
semination, direct mailing, advertising, and
direct staff costs for coordination and ac-
counting services), expenses for conducting
an orientation program, relocation expenses,
and the expenses of conducting final selec-
tion interviews.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated for
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section $5,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2001 through 2003.
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SEC. 12. EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY UTILIZA-

TION EXTENSION ASSISTANCE.
(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section

is to improve the utilization of educational
technologies in elementary and secondary
education by creating an educational tech-
nology extension service based at under-
graduate institutions of higher education.

(b) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) Extension services such as the Manufac-
turing Extension Partnership and the Agri-
cultural Extension Service have proven to be
effective public/private partnerships to inte-
grate new technologies and to improve utili-
zation of existing technologies by small to
medium sized manufacturers and the United
States agricultural community.

(2) Undergraduate institutions of higher
education working with nonprofit organiza-
tions and State and Federal agencies can tai-
lor educational technology extension pro-
grams to meet specific local and regional re-
quirements.

(3) Undergraduate institutions of higher
education, often with the assistance of the
National Science Foundation, have for the
past 20 years been integrating educational
technologies into their curricula, and as
such they can draw upon their own experi-
ences to advise elementary and secondary
school educators on ways to integrate a vari-
ety of educational technologies into the edu-
cational process.

(4) Many elementary and secondary school
systems, particularly in rural and tradition-
ally underserved areas, lack general infor-
mation on the most effective methods to in-
tegrate their existing technology infrastruc-
ture, as well as new educational technology,
into the educational process and curriculum.

(5) Most Federal and State educational
technology programs have focused on acquir-
ing educational technologies with less em-
phasis on the utilization of those tech-
nologies in the classroom and the training
and infrastructural requirements needed to
efficiently support those types of tech-
nologies. As a result, in many instances, the
full potential of educational technology has
not been realized.

(6) Our global economy is increasingly reli-
ant on a workforce not only comfortable
with technology, but also able to integrate
rapid technological changes into the produc-
tion process. As such, in order to remain
competitive in a global economy, it is imper-
ative that we maintain a work-ready labor
force.

(7) According to ‘‘Teacher Quality: A Re-
port on the Preparation and Qualifications of
Public School Teachers’’, prepared by the
Department of Education, only one in five
teachers felt they were well prepared to
work in a modern classroom.

(8) The most common form of professional
development for teachers continues to be
workshops that typically last no more than
one day and have little relevance to teach-
ers’ work in the classroom.

(9) A 1998 national survey completed by the
Department of Education found that only 19
percent of teachers had been formally
mentored by another teacher, and that 70
percent of these teachers felt that this col-
laboration was very helpful to their teach-
ing.

(c) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—
(1) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—The Director of

the National Science Foundation, in co-
operation with the Secretary of Education
and the Director of the National Institute of
Standards and Technology, is authorized to
provide assistance for the creation and sup-
port of regional centers for the utilization of
educational technologies (hereinafter in this
section referred to as ‘‘ETU Centers’’).

(2) FUNCTIONS OF CENTERS.—

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—ETU Centers may be
established at any institution of higher edu-
cation, but such centers may include the
participation of nonprofit entities, organiza-
tions, or groups thereof.

(B) OBJECTIVES OF CENTERS.—The objective
of the ETU Centers is to enhance the utiliza-
tion of educational technologies in elemen-
tary and secondary education through—

(i) advising elementary and secondary
school administrators, school boards, and
teachers on the adoption and utilization of
new educational technologies and the utility
of local schools’ existing educational tech-
nology assets and infrastructure;

(ii) participation of individuals from the
private sector, universities, State and local
governments, and other Federal agencies;

(iii) active dissemination of technical and
management information about the use of
educational technologies; and

(iv) utilization, where appropriate, of the
expertise and capabilities that exist in Fed-
eral laboratories and Federal agencies.

(C) ACTIVITIES OF CENTERS.—The activities
of the ETU Centers shall include the fol-
lowing:

(i) The active transfer and dissemination of
research findings and ETU Center expertise
to local school authorities, including school
administrators, school boards, and teachers.

(ii) The training of teachers in the integra-
tion of local schools existing educational
technology infrastructure into their instruc-
tional design.

(iii) The training and advising of teachers,
administrators, and school board members in
the acquisition, utilization, and support of
educational technologies.

(iv) Support services to teachers, adminis-
trators, and school board members as agreed
upon by ETU Center representatives and
local school authorities.

(v) The advising of teachers, administra-
tors, and school board members on current
skill set standards employed by private in-
dustry.

(3) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.—
(A) PROPOSED RULES.—The Director of the

National Science Foundation, after consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Education and the
Director of the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology, shall publish in the
Federal Register, within 90 days after the
date of the enactment of this section, pro-
posed rules for the program for establishing
ETU Centers, including—

(i) a description of the program;
(ii) the procedures to be followed by appli-

cants;
(iii) the criteria for determining qualified

applicants; and
(iv) the criteria, including those listed in

this section, for choosing recipients of finan-
cial assistance under this section from
among qualified applicants.

(B) FINAL RULES.—The Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation shall publish final
rules for the program under this section
after the expiration of a 30-day comment pe-
riod on such proposed rules.

(4) ELIGIBILITY AND SELECTION.—
(A) APPLICATIONS REQUIRED.—Any under-

graduate institution of higher education,
consortium of such institutions, nonprofit
organizations, or groups thereof may submit
an application for financial support under
this section in accordance with the proce-
dures established under this section. In order
to receive assistance under this section, an
applicant shall provide adequate assurances
that the applicant will contribute 50 percent
or more of the proposed Center’s capital and
annual operating and maintenance costs.

(B) SELECTION.—The Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation, in conjunction
with the Secretary of Education and the Di-
rector of the National Institute of Standards

and Technology, shall subject each applica-
tion to competitive, merit review. In making
a decision whether to approve such applica-
tion and provide financial support under this
section, the Director of the National Science
Foundation shall consider at a minimum—

(i) the merits of the application, particu-
larly those portions of the application re-
garding the adaption of training and edu-
cational technologies to the needs of par-
ticular regions;

(ii) the quality of service to be provided;
(iii) the geographical diversity and extent

of service area, with particular emphasis on
rural and traditionally underdeveloped
areas; and

(iv) the percentage of funding and amount
of in-kind commitment from other sources.

(C) EVALUATION.—Each ETU Center which
receives financial assistance under this sec-
tion shall be evaluated during its 3d year of
operation by an evaluation panel appointed
by the Director of the National Science
Foundation. Each evaluation panel shall
measure the involved Center’s performance
against the objectives specified in this sec-
tion. Funding for an ETU Center shall not be
renewed unless the evaluation is positive.

SEC. 13. INTERAGENCY COORDINATION OF
SCIENCE EDUCATION PROGRAMS.

(a) INTERAGENCY COORDINATION COM-
MITTEE.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director of the
Office of Science and Technology Policy
shall establish an interagency committee to
coordinate Federal programs in support of
science and mathematics education at the
elementary and secondary level.

(2) MEMBERSHIP.—The membership of the
committee shall consist of the heads, or des-
ignees, of the National Science Foundation,
the Department of Energy, the National Aer-
onautics and Space Administration, the De-
partment of Education, and other Federal
departments and agencies that have pro-
grams directed toward support of elementary
and secondary science and mathematics edu-
cation.

(3) FUNCTIONS.—The committee shall—
(A) prepare a catalog of Federal research,

development, demonstration and other pro-
grams designed to improve elementary and
secondary science or mathematics edu-
cation, including for each program a sum-
mary of its goals and the kinds of activities
supported, a summary of accomplishments
(including evidence of effectiveness in im-
proving student learning), the funding level,
and, for grant programs, the eligibility re-
quirements and the selection process for
awards;

(B) review the programs identified under
subparagraph (A) in order to—

(i) determine the relative funding levels
among support for—

(I) teacher professional development;
(II) curricular materials;
(III) improved classroom teaching prac-

tices;
(IV) applications of computers and related

information technologies; and
(V) other major categories of activities;
(ii) assess whether the balance among

kinds of activities as determined under
clause (i) is appropriate and whether unnec-
essary duplication or overlap among pro-
grams exists;

(iii) assess the degree to which the pro-
grams assist the efforts of State and local
school systems to implement standards-
based reform of science and mathematics
education, and group the programs in the
categories of high, moderate, and low rel-
evance for assisting standards-based reform;



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH10614 October 24, 2000
(iv) for grant programs, identify ways to

simplify the application procedures and re-
quirements and to achieve greater con-
formity among the procedures and require-
ments of the agencies; and

(v) evaluate the adequacy of the assess-
ment procedures used by the departments
and agencies to determine whether the goals
and objectives of programs are being
achieved, and identify the best practices
identified from the evaluation for assess-
ment of program effectiveness; and

(C) monitor the implementation of the
plan developed under subsection (c) and pro-
vide to the Director of the Office of Science
and Technology Policy its findings and rec-
ommendations for modifications to that
plan.

(b) EXTERNAL REVIEW.—The Director of the
National Science Foundation shall enter into
an agreement with the National Research
Council to conduct an independent review of
programs as described in subsection (a)(3)(B)
and to develop findings and recommenda-
tions. The findings and recommendations
from the National Research Council review
of programs shall be reported to the Director
of the Office of Science and Technology Pol-
icy and to the Congress.

(c) EDUCATION PLAN.—
(1) PLAN CONTENTS.—On the basis of the

findings of the review carried out in accord-
ance with subsection (a)(3)(B) and taking
into consideration the findings and rec-
ommendations of the National Research
Council in accordance with subsection (b),
the Director of the Office of Science and
Technology Policy shall prepare a plan for
Federal elementary and secondary science
and mathematics education programs which
shall include—

(A) a strategy to increase the effectiveness
of Federal programs to assist the efforts of
State and local school systems to implement
standards-based reform of elementary and
secondary science and mathematics edu-
cation;

(B) a coordinated approach for identifying
best practices for the use of computers and
related information technologies in class-
room instruction;

(C) the recommended balance for Federal
resource allocation among the major types
of activities supported, including projected
funding allocations for each major activity
broken out by department and agency;

(D) identification of effective Federal pro-
grams that have made measurable contribu-
tions to achieving standards-based science
and mathematics education reform;

(E) recommendations to the departments
and agencies for actions needed to increase
uniformity across the Federal Government
for application procedures and requirements
for grant awards for support of elementary
and secondary science and mathematics edu-
cation; and

(F) dissemination procedures for repli-
cating results from effective programs, par-
ticularly best practices for classroom in-
struction.

(2) CONSULTATION.—The Director shall con-
sult with academic, State, industry, and
other appropriate entities engaged in efforts
to reform science and mathematics edu-
cation as necessary and appropriate for pre-
paring the plan under paragraph (1).

(d) REPORTS.—
(1) INITIAL REPORT.—The Director of the Of-

fice of Science and Technology Policy shall
submit to the Congress, not later than 1 year
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
a report which—

(A) includes the plan described in sub-
section (c)(1);

(B) in accordance with subsection (c)(1)(C),
describes, for each department and agency
represented on the committee established

under subsection (a)(1), appropriate levels of
Federal funding;

(C) includes the catalog prepared under
subsection (a)(3)(A);

(D) includes the findings from the review
required under subsection (a)(3)(B)(iii);

(E) includes the findings and recommenda-
tions of the National Research Council de-
veloped under subsection (b); and

(F) describes the procedures used by each
department and agency represented on the
committee to assess the effectiveness of its
education programs.

(2) ANNUAL UPDATES.—The Director of the
Office of Science and Technology Policy
shall submit to the Congress an annual up-
date, at the time of the President’s annual
budget request, of the report submitted
under paragraph (1), which shall include, for
each department and agency represented on
the committee, appropriate levels of Federal
funding for the fiscal year during which the
report is submitted and the levels proposed
for the fiscal year with respect to which the
budget submission applies.
SEC. 14. SCIENCE, MATHEMATICS, AND ENGI-

NEERING SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM.
(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Director of

the National Science Foundation is author-
ized to establish a scholarship program to as-
sist graduates of baccalaureate degree pro-
grams in science, mathematics or engineer-
ing, or individuals pursuing degrees in those
fields, to fulfill the academic requirements
necessary to become certified as elementary
or secondary school teachers.

(b) SCHOLARSHIP AMOUNT AND DURATION.—
Each scholarship provided under subsection
(a) shall be in the amount of $5,000 and shall
cover a period of 1 year.

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—
(1) ELIGIBILITY.—Undergraduate students

majoring in science, mathematics, or engi-
neering who are within one academic year of
completion of degree requirements, and indi-
viduals who have received degrees in such
fields, are eligible to receive scholarships
under the program established by subsection
(a).

(2) GUIDELINES, PROCEDURES, AND CRI-
TERIA.—The Director shall establish and pub-
lish application and selection guidelines,
procedures, and criteria for the scholarship
program.

(3) REQUIREMENTS FOR APPLICATIONS.—Each
application for a scholarship shall include a
plan specifying the course of study that will
allow the applicant to fulfill the academic
requirements for obtaining a teaching cer-
tificate during the scholarship period.

(4) WORK REQUIREMENT.—As a condition of
acceptance of a scholarship under this sec-
tion, a recipient shall agree to work as an el-
ementary or secondary school teacher for a
minimum of two years following certifi-
cation as such a teacher or to repay the
amount of the scholarship to the National
Science Foundation.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section $5,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2001, 2002, and 2003.
SEC. 15. GO GIRL GRANTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be
cited as the ‘‘Getting Our Girls Ready for the
21st Century Act (Go Girl Act)’’.

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) Women have historically been underrep-
resented in mathematics, science, and tech-
nology occupations.

(2) Female students take fewer high-level
mathematics and science courses in high
school than male students.

(3) Female students take far fewer ad-
vanced computer classes and tend to take

only the basic data entry and word proc-
essing classes compared to courses that male
students take.

(4) Female students earn fewer bachelors,
masters, and doctoral degrees in mathe-
matics, science, and technology than male
students.

(5) Early career exploration is key to
choosing a career.

(6) Teachers’ attitudes, methods of teach-
ing, and classroom atmosphere affect fe-
males’ interest in nontraditional fields.

(7) Stereotypes about appropriate careers
for females, a lack of female role models, and
a lack of basic career information signifi-
cantly deters girls’ interest in mathematics,
science, and technology careers.

(8) Females consistently rate themselves
significantly lower than males in computer
ability.

(9) By the year 2000, 65 percent of all jobs
will require technological skills.

(10) Limited access is a hurdle faced by fe-
males seeking jobs in mathematics, science,
and technology.

(11) Common recruitment and hiring prac-
tices make extensive use of traditional net-
works that often overlook females.

(c) PROGRAM AUTHORITY.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-

tional Science Foundation is authorized to
provide grants to and enter into contracts or
cooperative agreements with local edu-
cational agencies and institutions of higher
education to encourage the ongoing interest
of girls in science, mathematics, and tech-
nology and to prepare girls to pursue under-
graduate and graduate degrees and careers in
science, mathematics, or technology.

(2) APPLICATION.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive a

grant under this section, a local educational
agency or institution of higher education
shall submit an application to the Director
at such time, in such form, and containing
such information as the Director may rea-
sonably require.

(B) CONTENTS.—The application referred to
in subparagraph (A) shall contain, at a min-
imum, the following:

(i) A specific program description, includ-
ing the content of the program and the re-
search and models used to design the pro-
gram.

(ii) A description of how an eligible entity
will provide for collaboration between ele-
mentary and secondary school programs to
fulfill goals of the grant program.

(iii) An explanation regarding the recruit-
ment and selection of participants.

(iv) A description of the instructional and
motivational activities planned to be used.

(v) An evaluation plan.
(d) USES OF FUNDS FOR ELEMENTARY

SCHOOL PROGRAM.—Under grants awarded
pursuant to subsection (c), funds may be
used for the following:

(1) Encouraging girls in grades 4 and higher
to enjoy and pursue studies in science, math-
ematics, and technology.

(2) Acquainting girls in grades 4 and higher
with careers in science, mathematics, and
technology.

(3) Educating the parents of girls in grades
4 and higher about the difficulties faced by
girls to maintain an interest and desire to
achieve in science, mathematics, and tech-
nology and enlisting the help of the parents
in overcoming these difficulties.

(4) Tutoring in reading, science, mathe-
matics, and technology.

(5) Mentoring relationships, both in-person
and through the Internet.

(6) Paying the costs of attending events
and academic programs in science, mathe-
matics, and technology.

(7) After-school activities designed to en-
courage the interest of girls in grades 4 and
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higher in science, mathematics, and tech-
nology.

(8) Summer programs designed to encour-
age interest in and develop skills in science,
mathematics, and technology.

(9) Purchasing software designed for girls,
or designed to encourage girls’ interest in
science, mathematics, and technology.

(10) Field trips to locations that educate
and encourage girls’ interest in science,
mathematics, and technology.

(11) Field trips to locations that acquaint
girls with careers in science, mathematics,
and technology.

(12) Purchasing and disseminating informa-
tion to parents of girls in grades 4 and higher
that will help parents to encourage their
daughters’ interest in science, mathematics,
and technology.

(e) USES OF FUNDS FOR SECONDARY SCHOOL
PROGRAM.—Under grants awarded pursuant
to subsection (c), funds may be used for the
following:

(1) Encouraging girls in grades 9 and higher
to major in science, mathematics, and tech-
nology in a postsecondary institution.

(2) Providing academic advice and assist-
ance in high school course selection.

(3) Encouraging girls in grades 9 and higher
to plan for careers in science, mathematics,
and technology.

(4) Educating the parents of girls in grades
9 and higher about the difficulties faced by
girls to maintain an interest and desire to
achieve in science, mathematics, and tech-
nology and enlist the help of the parents in
overcoming these difficulties.

(5) Tutoring in science, mathematics, and
technology.

(6) Mentoring relationships, both in-person
and through the Internet.

(7) Paying the costs of attending events
and academic programs in science, mathe-
matics, and technology.

(8) Paying 50 percent of the cost of an in-
ternship in science, mathematics, or tech-
nology.

(9) After-school activities designed to en-
courage the interest of girls in grades 9 and
higher in science, mathematics, and tech-
nology, including the cost of that portion of
a staff salary to supervise these activities.

(10) Summer programs designed to encour-
age interest in and develop skills in science,
mathematics, and technology.

(11) Purchasing software designed for girls,
or designed to encourage girls’ interest in
science, mathematics, and technology.

(12) Field trips to locations that educate
and encourage girls’ interest in science,
mathematics, and technology.

(13) Field trips to locations that acquaint
girls with careers in science, mathematics,
and technology.

(14) Visits to institutions of higher edu-
cation to acquaint girls with college-level
programs in science, mathematics, or tech-
nology, and to meet with educators and fe-
male college students who will encourage
them to pursue degrees in science, mathe-
matics, and technology.

(f) DEFINITION.—In this section the term
‘‘local educational agency’’ has the same
meaning given such term in section 14101 of
the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801), except that in the
case of Hawaii, the District of Columbia, and
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the term
‘‘local educational agency’’ shall be deemed
to mean the State educational agency.
SEC. 16. GRANT FOR LEARNING COMMUNITY

CONSORTIUM FOR ADVANCEMENT
OF WOMEN, MINORITIES, AND PER-
SONS WITH DISABILITIES IN
SCIENCE, ENGINEERING, AND TECH-
NOLOGY.

The Director of the National Science Foun-
dation may, through a competitive, merit-

based process, provide to a consortium com-
posed of community colleges a grant in an
amount not more than $11,000,000 for the pur-
pose of carrying out a pilot project to pro-
vide support to encourage women, minori-
ties, and persons with disabilities to enter
and complete programs in science, engineer-
ing, and technology.
SEC. 17. USE OF FUNDS FOR PROVIDING RE-

LEASE TIME AND OTHER INCEN-
TIVES.

A recipient of a grant under section 4 or 8
may use funds received through such grant
for expenses related to leave from work (con-
sistent with State law and contractual obli-
gations), and other incentives, to permit and
encourage full-time teachers to participate
in—

(1) professional development activities re-
lating to the use of technology in education;
and

(2) the development, demonstration, and
evaluation of applications of technology in
elementary and secondary education.
SEC. 18. SCIENCE TEACHER EDUCATION.

(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Director of
the National Science Foundation may estab-
lish a program to improve the undergraduate
education and in-service professional devel-
opment of science and mathematics teachers
in elementary and secondary schools. Under
the program, competitive awards shall be
made on the basis of merit to institutions of
higher education that offer baccalaureate de-
grees in education, science and mathematics.

(b) PURPOSE OF AWARDS.—Awards made
under subsection (a) shall be for developing—

(1) courses and curricular materials for—
(A) the preparation of undergraduate stu-

dents pursuing education degrees who intend
to serve in elementary or secondary schools
as science or mathematics teachers; or

(B) the professional development of science
and mathematics teachers serving in ele-
mentary and secondary schools; and

(2) educational materials and instructional
techniques incorporating innovative uses of
information technology.

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The Director shall es-
tablish and publish application and selection
guidelines, procedures, and criteria for the
program established by subsection (a). Pro-
posals for awards under the program shall in-
volve collaborations of education, mathe-
matics, and science faculty and include a
plan for a continued collaboration beyond
the period of the award. In making awards
under this section, the Director shall
consider—

(1) the degree to which courses and mate-
rials proposed to be developed in accordance
with subsection (b) combine content knowl-
edge and pedagogical techniques that are
consistent with hands-on, inquiry-based
teaching, are aligned with established na-
tional science or mathematics standards,
and are based on validated education re-
search findings; and

(2) evidence of a strong commitment by the
administrative heads of the schools and de-
partments, whose faculty are involved in
preparing a proposal to the program, to pro-
vide appropriate rewards and incentives to
encourage continued faculty participation in
the collaborative activity.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this section $2,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2001 through 2003.
SEC. 19. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:
(1) The terms ‘‘local educational agency’’

and ‘‘State educational agency’’ have the
meanings given such terms in section 14101
of the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801).

(2) The term ‘‘institution of higher edu-
cation’’ has the meaning given that term by
section 101 of the Higher Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. Hall)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks on H.R. 4271.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4271 is the product
of a 2-year effort by the Committee to
examine the disappointing state of K–
12 math and science education in the
United States.

As we are all aware, too many Amer-
ican students are entering the work-
force with an inadequate foundation in
math and science. This bill is an effec-
tive start toward implementing math
and science education so that we may
break the cycle of low achievement in
these important disciplines.

H.R. 4271, introduced by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS),
vice chairman of the Committee on
Science, addresses the problem by fo-
cusing on teachers. The bill would au-
thorize several creative programs to
provide teachers with the tools they
need to excel in the classroom.

For example, the bill provides for
technology training specifically for
teachers. Unfortunately, it is currently
the case that many teachers lack suffi-
cient training in the use of technology
in the classroom. Additionally, these
teachers often lose when administra-
tors are forced to choose to dedicate
funds between teacher training and
hardware and software for students.

The bill authorizes the program just
for teachers so that they will have the
opportunity to secure this training. In
addition, the bill incorporates the
input of many Members on both sides
of the aisle.

I am pleased that the House is con-
sidering the bill today that brings to-
gether so many positive ideas that will
help America’s students.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) for all his hard
work in producing a bill that deserves
strong bipartisan support.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise in
support of H.R. 4271, the National
Science Education Act. This is a bipar-
tisan bill that incorporate ideas from
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Members on both sides of the aisle. It
has widespread support from science
educators and support from the indus-
try.

H.R. 4271 is focused on a problem of
great importance to the future of the
Nation, that is, improvement of
science, math, and technology edu-
cation in elementary and secondary
schools.

The important role of science edu-
cation to our future well-being is wide-
ly understood. An informed citizenry
and a full pipeline of future scientists
and engineers will depend on the qual-
ity of science and math education.

I want to congratulate the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Chairman SENSEN-
BRENNER) for his efforts to move the
bill forward for floor consideration
today. I also want to acknowledge the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
EHLERS), the vice chairman of the
Committee, and the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON),
the ranking Democratic member of the
Subcommittee on Basic Research, for
all of their hard work on conducting
the series of committee hearings that
have provided the basis for this bill and
on development of this legislation.

The programs established by H.R.
4271 will address serious deficiencies in
preparation and professional develop-
ment of K–12 science and math teach-
ers. The bill will provide new partner-
ships between schools and businesses to
encourage greater student interest in
science and in technology. And the bill
will help to develop more effective cur-
ricular materials, including the explo-
ration of ways to deploy education
technologies more effectively.

Mr. Speaker, I believe the programs
authorized by the National Science
Foundation by H.R. 4271 will go a long
way to improve K–12 science education
in all of our schools. There is no more
important goal to ensure the Nation’s
future prosperity and well-being.

I commend the measure to the House
and urge its passage.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 6 minutes to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS), the au-
thor of this bill.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, we have a major na-
tional problem. We have a booming
economy which arose out of develop-
ments in science and technology, and
we are all enjoying the fruits of that
economic boom. At the same time, we
do not have the workforce to manage
the boom and to keep it going.

There are several evidences of that.
Number one, compared to other devel-
oped countries, we are at the bottom or
near to the bottom in terms of the
mathematics and science education
student achievements of our high
school graduates.

The second point: if my colleagues
would visit the graduate schools of
science and engineering in this Nation,

they will find that over half of the
graduate students are from other coun-
tries, because our students cannot
compete with those students from
other countries.

Another factor is that every year the
science and technology industry comes
to us and says, will you please allow
more immigrants into our Nation with
the scientific and technological capa-
bility to fill the need that we have.
And just 2 weeks ago we approved a bill
to allow another 200,000 immigrants
into this Nation to fill that need.

We have 365,000 open scientific and
technical jobs in the United States,
and we do not have people qualified to
fill those jobs.

We must either allow those from
other countries in, or employers will
move the jobs offshore to take advan-
tage of the people there.

We have to address this problem. If
we want to continue to enjoy the fruits
of this economic boom, we have to
produce students and adults who are
educated in science and math. And I
am not talking just about scientists
and engineers. Today they need to
know high school physics and algebra
in order to get a job as a mechanic in
a major auto service shop. And this ap-
plies to most jobs in society today. We
must have better training in science
and technology for our students.

This bill is an attempt to do that.
The need for this was demonstrated in
the Science Policy Statement that I
developed with the help of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER) 2 years ago and which was
adopted by the Committee on Science
and by the full House. We have con-
ducted further hearings during the past
2 years to examine this educational
need, consider solutions, and arrive at
a bill that would actually meet and
solve the problem.

In addition to that, the Glenn Com-
mission, which was appointed by the
Secretary of Education, has been meet-
ing for 2 years, and just a few weeks
ago released its report. Its rec-
ommendations parallel almost exactly
what we are trying to do in this bill
and some companion bills that have
been introduced.

We must have a knowledgeable and
well-prepared teacher in every class-
room. That is the effort of this bill, to
provide training for those teachers al-
ready in the classroom who have not
received adequate math and science
training in their college or university
work, and bill will provide opportuni-
ties to educate them.

Let me make it clear, I am not fault-
ing the teachers for the problem. In
every classroom I visited, and I have
been in many in my lifetime, teachers
are eager to teach math and science
properly; but they have not been given
the proper training or background, and
they desperately want it. Through this
bill, we have provided ways for them to
have that training.
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In addition, this bill provides for a

master teacher program, under which

grants would be given to schools. These
schools could use those funds to hire
teachers who would have, in addition
to their teaching responsibilities which
are assigned by the school, other re-
sponsibilities to deal with equipment
maintenance, instruction of teachers,
in-service training of teachers, mainte-
nance of equipment, outlining cur-
ricula, perhaps developing curricula
and acquainting the teachers with all
of the ramifications of it.

This master teacher program is a key
part of the bill. It has been the most
widely applauded portion of the bill.

In addition to that, the bill contains
a teacher scholarship program so that
teachers will be able to go elsewhere
and benefit from work experience or
scientific research in laboratories, in
businesses or in other ways. They are
professionals, and they need the oppor-
tunity to follow their professional pro-
grams and ideals.

We have also included some other
bills that were introduced and referred
to the Committee on Science. For ex-
ample, the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) had in-
troduced an excellent bill, which pro-
vides a pilot program to encourage pri-
vate sector contributions and involve-
ment in information technology pro-
grams in the neediest high schools. It
is an excellent bill, and I was pleased
to incorporate that bill in this one.

In addition, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. BARCIA) introduced a
bill which authorizes an educational
technology extension service based in
intermediate school districts, which
will allow the schools to benefit from
the expertise of the centralized agen-
cies and personnel.

This bill was reported out of the
Committee on Science with a unani-
mous vote and has received bipartisan
support from the beginning. I am
pleased that we have received support
from members of the Committee on
Science, from the members of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, Committee
on Education and the Workforce and
from Members of leadership. There are
currently 118 cosponsors for this bill. It
has widespread support in this Con-
gress. Eighteen of those cosponsors are
from the committee on education; 36
from the Committee on Science.

Teachers will be positively affected
by this bill. Our Nation’s teachers and
students will be one step closer to re-
ceiving the support they so deserve
with this effort.

I want to close this by thanking the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER) for the tremendous sup-
port he has given me in the effort on
this bill, and also the help the House
leadership has provided. I urge the
House to approve this bill.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 6 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON).

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to revise and extend her remarks.)
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of

Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak on
H.R. 4271 and want to express my ap-
preciation for the leadership to the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS)
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HALL) and the efforts of other com-
mittee members.

After a comprehensive effort and a
set of hearings of the Committee on
Science organized by the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS), which ex-
amined all aspects of K–12 science and
math education, we finally did come to
an agreement on a comprehensive bill,
a bill that incorporates a range of pro-
posals from several Members on both
sides of the aisle and addresses ways to
improve teacher training, develops
more effective educational materials
and teaching practices to improve stu-
dent learning and establishes programs
to attract more women and minorities
to careers in science and technology.

I am concerned, however, about a
provision that allows grants to private
elementary and middle schools. I sup-
port the provisions of 4271, but I have a
concern about the constitutionality of
this provision. I am simply dis-
appointed that the majority party
would allow an unconstitutional provi-
sion in section 4 of H.R. 4271 to author-
ize a grant program at the National
Science Foundation for competitive
awards to public and private elemen-
tary and middle schools to hire master
science teachers.

I fully realize that every school needs
these teachers, but we simply cannot
spend public dollars on private schools
in elementary and secondary levels for
these schools to hire master teachers.
We know that in these private schools,
they have smaller classes, they are
easier students to teach; and so con-
sequently we feel that the master
teachers probably would gravitate to
these private schools. Who would
blame them?

Despite the efforts to try to remove
this provision, it is still here; and we
need a clean bill because we need the
provisions otherwise of this bill. This
section and only this section is the
cause of much of my concern to the
once highly supported bill by both
sides of the aisle.

Mr. Speaker, section 4 is clearly un-
constitutional on the basis of a Su-
preme Court decision in Lemon v.
Kurtzman. In that case, the Court dis-
allowed a State program for providing
salary supplements to teachers in pri-
vate schools.

Mr. Speaker, what we have today is
simply an effort to get public dollars
funneled into private schools. We sim-
ply must not do that in this body. The
precedent set by this case is what we
should follow today. The Court knew
then, just as we know today, that im-
plementation of a provision like this
would serve to endanger this entire
bill.

As stated before, it was highly supported by
both sides of the aisle. H.R. 4271 incorporated
the Mathematics and Science Proficiency Part-

nership Act, a bill that I introduced last year.
My legislation is a targeted measure. It seeks
to bring schools with large populations of eco-
nomically disadvantaged students together in
partnership with businesses to improve
science and math education and to recruit and
support students in undergraduate education
in science and technology fields.

Before realizing the intentions of Section 4,
I was also pleased that the bill included a pro-
vision I offered in Committee to establish a
formal coordination and planning mechanism
for federal K–12 science education programs.

Mr. Speaker, the nation must take advan-
tage of the human resource potential of all our
citizens if we are to succeed in the inter-
national economic competition of the 21st cen-
tury. Just as other members, I would like to
see the good provisions of H.R. 4271 imple-
mented, but I can not justify to the 30th district
of Texas and to the American people support
of such legislation that risks being struck down
because of the unconstitutional provision. The
American people can only benefit if we pass
a bill that is constitutional and speaks to the
welfare of all Americans. This can only be
done without the inclusion of Section 4. We
need reform efforts in science and math edu-
cation that will engage and cultivate the inter-
est of all children, not efforts that will put the
grant application to hire master science teach-
ers at risk by providing funding to private
schools—yielding unconstitutional results.

Indeed, H.R. 4271 addresses many aspects
of K–12 science and math education that
plague our schools. At the same time, H.R.
4271 unconstitutionally serves to deny public
schools the opportunities to become techno-
logically savvy in this increasingly techno-
logical world. Due to the unconstitutional sec-
tion of this legislation, I urge my colleagues to
correct this provision so that we can get the
other provisions of the bill going. It is long
overdue.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to en-
gage the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. EHLERS) in a colloquy to be sure
that we can correct this provision in
this bill before it goes into final print.
If this can happen, I wholeheartedly
support this bill.

Could the gentleman assure me that
the language that provides grants to
private schools that are publicly sup-
ported could be corrected before the
final language of the bill?

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. I yield to the gentleman from
Michigan.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, let me
clarify this issue. First of all, this is
typical language that we have incor-
porated in this bill. We are not break-
ing new ground. The National Science
Foundation at present does give grants
to private schools. Let me also clarify
that private schools does not mean rich
preparatory schools, as many people
think, and does not necessarily mean
religious schools. In my city in Grand
Rapids, we have a private school that
serves students in the inner city, and
survives through my extensive fund-
raising. It operates on a poverty shoe-
string. Most of its students are from

minority groups. So private schools
can include many different types.

Be that as it may, note that the let-
ter that has been circulated saying
that this program may raise a con-
stitutional question, is based on a 1971
Supreme Court decision which has been
superseded by several other decisions,
and I think this issue deserves consid-
erable study before one could conclude
that there is a constitutional problem.

Secondly, if we read the bill carefully
we note the grants provide for develop-
ment or implementation of science,
mathematics, engineering or technical
curricula in classroom assistance; au-
thority over hands-on inquiry mate-
rials, equipment and supplies; men-
toring other teachers or fulfilling any
leadership role and professional devel-
opment, including training other mas-
ter teachers or other teachers or devel-
oping or implementing professional de-
velopment programs. Nowhere in here
does it say that they will be teaching
children.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. I thank the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) very much for
his response. I guess the commitment
that I want is that if it is determined
to be unconstitutional, could the lan-
guage be made so that if it is deter-
mined to be unconstitutional then we
can remove this provision? Because we
need the rest of this bill, and we need
it rapidly. I have been pleading for this
for over 2 years to move forward, but
what I do not want to do is dilute pub-
lic dollars further in supporting private
schools when we so desperately need
special areas, especially students in
areas where it is difficult to attract
master teachers, it is difficult to have
smaller classes, it is even difficult to
have the classes wired as they should
be for today’s education. I need that
assurance.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I respectfully disagree
with the assertions that have been
made that the section in question is
unconstitutional. The gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON) cites a 1971 U.S. Supreme Court
case. There have been two more recent
cases, Agostini v. Felton in 1997 and
Mitchell v. Helms earlier this year that
clarified the Lemon v. Kurtzman test.
Basically, it said that a statute similar
to what is being proposed here is con-
stitutional if it does not result in reli-
gious indoctrination, it does not define
its recipients by reference to religion
and it does not create excessive entan-
glement between government and reli-
gion. In each of these three instances,
the statute does not do so.

There has been a Presidential award
program that has been on the books
since 1983 where each year the National
Science Foundation recommends to the
President 107 math teachers and 107
science teachers from around the coun-
try to receive an award which is a
$7,500 grant to the school where the
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teacher teaches. That is open to both
public schools and private schools.

I have a list of recent awardees, and
I would like to read some of them to
show that the President has directed
money from the NSF to private
schools. One of the awardees is Ms.
Barbara Day Bass of St. Catherine’s
School in Richmond, Virginia. Another
is sister Elizabeth C. Graham of Christ
the King High School in Middle Vil-
lage, New York; Sister Ellen Callaghan
of Mount Carmel High School in Essex,
Maryland; Ms. Claire Anne Baker of
Brebeuf Jesuit Preparatory School of
Indianapolis, Indiana; Ms. Carole Ben-
nett of the Jesuit High School in
Tampa, Florida; and even Mr. David
Stuart Wood of the Sidwell Friends
School of Washington, D.C., which I be-
lieve is attended by the son of Vice
President GORE.

Now, this program has been working
very well on the executive level for 17
years, and no one has raised the ques-
tion that these types of awards violate
the establishment clause of the United
States Constitution. As a matter of
fact, during all of the hearings that the
Committee on Science had on this bill
and during the markup, no one raised
the issue as well. It was only a couple
of nights ago that somebody started
calling around saying that this provi-
sion was unconstitutional.

Well, first of all, the Congress does
not make constitutional determina-
tions. That can only be made by the
Court and usually by the Supreme
Court of the United States. I think
that there is a sufficient question on
the constitutionality that we should
not pull this provision out of the bill,
particularly because it would set such
a precedent that the existing award
program that had been going on by the
NSF would be called into question as
well. But also it is a standard rule of
statutory construction that sections
that are declared unconstitutional are
severable if they can be severed from
the rest of the bill. So I think that the
concern of the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) is
really unfounded.

Constitutional and precedential ques-
tions aside, what we should be saying
here is that it should not make any dif-
ference whether a teacher teaches at a
public school or a private school in
terms of the benefits of getting better
math and science education in the
classroom, because it is the students in
those classrooms that are going to ben-
efit from better teachers and more mo-
tivated teachers. I do not think we
should leave the children who happen
to go to private schools behind with
these kinds of grants, just as the Presi-
dent has not left children who are
taught by teachers in private schools
behind in making the awards pursuant
to the 1983 law.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY).

(Ms. WOOLSEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, good
grief. Here we go again. Members from
both sides of the aisle joined together
to craft a good bipartisan bill, the Na-
tional Science Education Act, a bill
that addresses an important national
need which is improving science edu-
cation.
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A bill that includes many innovative
programs, such as my ‘‘Go Girl’’ initia-
tive, which encourages girls to study
and pursue careers in math, science,
engineering and technology.

The Democrats on the Committee on
Science and the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce had to fight
really hard to convince the Repub-
licans on the Committee on Education
and the Workforce to let ‘‘Go Girl’’
stay in the bill, and we prevailed, and
the bill is better because of that.

But H.R. 4271 still includes a poison
pill, a poison pill that no Member who
cares about public education in Amer-
ica wants to vote for. In section 4, H.R.
4271 will give Federal funds directly to
private and religious schools to hire
teachers. This appears to violate our
Constitution, and it absolutely takes
precious dollars away from public
schools.

It would be easy to change this provi-
sion. In fact, our colleagues on the
other side of the aisle were asked to do
just that before the bill came before us
today on the floor, but they have re-
fused.

So with regret for the students and
the public schools that could benefit
from the good programs in this bill, I
cannot support H.R. 4271, unless the
section 4 language regarding private
schools is corrected.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, will the gentlewoman yield?

Ms. WOOLSEY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, did the gentlewoman vote for a bill
as a Member of the Committee on
Science?

Ms. WOOLSEY. Yes, sir, I did.
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. If the gen-

tlewoman would further yield, did the
gentlewoman propose an amendment
during Committee on Science consider-
ation to remove the section that she
objects to now?

Ms. WOOLSEY. I did not, until it
came to my attention more clearly.
You know how fast we shoved that
through the committee, because each
of us that had things, like my ‘‘Go
Girl’’ bill, and I was very, very seri-
ously concentrating on that.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. If the gen-
tlewoman would yield for one further
question, does the gentlewoman feel
that President Clinton made a mistake
in awarding the 7,500 grants in the
PAEMST program to representatives
and teachers of private schools that I
mentioned?

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, I would like to say
that this gentlewoman supports public
education. I am not against private
schools, I have no problem with reli-
gious schools; but our public schools
are underfunded, and to take anything
away from the funding of public
schools at this time is a huge, grave
mistake. If we vote on this later today,
on H.R. 4271, I urge my colleagues who
care about public education in America
to do the same and vote against this
bill.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. SCOTT).

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Texas for yielding me
time.

I want to thank my colleague, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
EHLERS), for his work on this impor-
tant issue, improving math and science
education in this country. We know
that our economic competitiveness as a
Nation depends on our ability to com-
pete in the area of education.

Unfortunately, in Virginia there are
tens of thousands of jobs going vacant
because we cannot find the qualified
workers in the area of technology.
Businesses cannot therefore expand
until they find the qualified workers,
and localities trying to recruit busi-
nesses cannot recruit those businesses
because of the shortage of techno-
logically qualified workers.

So, Mr. Speaker, while I think this
bill goes in the right direction because
it improves science, math and techno-
logical education in our schools, I, too,
am concerned about section 4 in the
bill involving master teachers. That
section directs the National Science
Foundation to give direct grants to en-
tities, including private schools, to
hire master teachers. This provision is
not only constitutionally suspect, but
also provides for a dangerous precedent
for Federal education programs.

Under current law, private schools
can now participate in professional de-
velopment activities and may partici-
pate in consortia or partnerships that
receive Federal grants. But we have
never given them direct grants to hire
teachers. Direct grants are even more
constitutionally suspect than vouch-
ers, because this bill allows direct
funding to private religious schools.

Now, some of the voucher programs
pretend to have the benefit going to
the student, not to the school; but
there is not that fiction in this bill.
This money goes directly to private re-
ligious schools.

It should be noted that private reli-
gious schools would be able to dis-
criminate on the basis of religion when
they hire teachers with Federal funds,
and that is particularly absurd on a
science bill, to think that a private
school could fire a master teacher,
hired with Federal funds, because that
master teacher it was found believed in
evolution, if teaching evolution is in-
consistent with the teaching and te-
nets of the private religious school.
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Now, although we do not make the

constitutional determinations as Mem-
bers of Congress, I would remind our
Members when we were sworn in, we
did swear to uphold the Constitution.

Even more of a concern is the prece-
dence this provision sets for other Fed-
eral education programs. Should we
give money to private schools to hire
teachers to reduce their class size, to
modernize their schools or to run after-
school programs, when those initia-
tives are woefully underfunded in the
public area?

Mr. Speaker, public funds should ben-
efit public schools, where more than 90
percent of our students go; and, there-
fore, I urge the defeat of this legisla-
tion.

I would also in response to the con-
stitutional arguments include for the
RECORD a memorandum dated October
24, 2000, from the Congressional Re-
search Service.
CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE,

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS,
Washington, DC, October 24, 2000.

MEMORANDUM

To: House Committee on Education and the
Workforce, Attention: Alex Nock

From: David M. Ackerman, Legislative At-
torney, American Law Division

Subject: Establishment Clause Issues Raised
by Master Teacher Grant Program in H.R.
4271
This is in response to your request regard-

ing the constitutional implications of the
‘‘Master Teacher Grant Program’’ that
would be authorized by H.R. 4271. More spe-
cifically, you asked for a brief analysis of the
program’s implications under the establish-
ment of religion clause of the First Amend-
ment. Time limitations prevent an exhaus-
tive analysis, but it is hoped the following
may be helpful.

H.R. 4271 would, inter alia, authorize $50
million for each of the next three fiscal years
for a master teacher program conducted by
the National Science Foundation. Under that
program the NSF could make grants to state
or local educational agencies, a private ele-
mentary or middle school, or a consortium of
any combination of those entities for the
purpose of hiring a master teacher whose re-
sponsibilities could include (1) development
or implementation of science, math, engi-
neering, or technology curricula; (2) pro-
viding in-classroom assistance; (3) managing
materials, equipment, and supplies; (4) men-
toring other teachers; and (5) developing and
implementing professional development pro-
grams for teachers, including other master
teachers. Thus, a private sectarian elemen-
tary or middle school could receive a grant
to hire a master teacher.

The program may raise a constitutional
question under the establishment of religion
clause. Several Supreme Court decisions
have addressed the constitutionality of pub-
lic subsidies of teachers in sectarian elemen-
tary and secondary schools. Most pertinent,
perhaps, is Lemon v. Kurtzman. In that case
the Court held unconstitutional, 7–1, two
state programs subsidizing teachers of sec-
ular subjects in sectarian elementary and
secondary schools. One program provided a
salary supplement of up to 15 percent of the
salary of teachers of secular subjects in pri-
vate elementary schools. The other program
reimbursed private elementary and sec-
ondary schools for the salaries of teachers of
math, modern foreign languages, physical
science, and physical education. The Court
analyzed the programs’ constitutionality
under what is now known as the Lemon test:

First, the statute must have a secular leg-
islative purpose; second, its principal or pri-
mary effect must be one that neither ad-
vances nor inhibits religion . . .; finally, the
statute must not foster ‘‘an excessive entan-
glement with religion.’’

The Court found the programs to have le-
gitimate secular purposes but, without de-
ciding the primary effect question, held
them to foster an ‘‘excessive entanglement
between government and religion’’ and thus
to be unconstitutional under the establish-
ment clause. It stressed that the schools
that benefited from the subsidies had a ‘‘sig-
nificant religious mission and that a sub-
stantial portion of their activities is reli-
giously oriented.’’ The schools were all lo-
cated near parish churches, all displayed nu-
merous religious symbols, all were adminis-
tered by religious authorities, and two-thirds
of the teachers were nuns of various reli-
gious orders. As a consequence, the Court
said, there was a substantial risk that the
subsidized teachers would engage in religious
indoctrination:

We need not and do not assume that teach-
ers in parochial schools will be guilty of bad
faith or any conscious design to evade the
limitations imposed by the statute and the
First Amendment. We simply recognize that
a dedicated religious person, teaching in a
school affiliated with his or her faith and op-
erated to include its tenets, will inevitably
experience great difficulty in remaining reli-
giously neutral. . . . With the best of inten-
tions such a teacher would find it hard to
make a total separation between secular
teaching and religious doctrine.

Because of the ‘‘potential for impermis-
sible fostering of religion,’’ the Court held
that the states would have to engage in an
intrusive monitoring of the teachers’ per-
formance:

The . . . Legislature has not, and could
not, provide state aid on the basis of a mere
assumption that secular teachers under reli-
gious discipline can avoid conflicts. The
State must be certain, given the Religion
Clauses, that subsidized teachers do not in-
culcate religion. . . . A comprehensive, dis-
criminating, and continuing state surveil-
lance will inevitably be required to ensure
that [this] restriction [is] obeyed and the
First Amendment otherwise respected. . . .
These prophylactic contacts will involve ex-
cessive and enduring entanglement between
state and church.

The Court saw an added danger in the pro-
gram reimbursing private sectarian schools
for the salaries of teachers of specified sec-
ular subjects:

The Pennsylvania statute . . . has the fur-
ther defect of providing state financial aid
directly to the church-related school. . . .
The history of government grants of a con-
tinuing cash subsidy indicates that such pro-
grams have almost always been accompanied
by varying measures of control and surveil-
lance. The government cash grants before us
now provide no basis for predicting that
comprehensive measures of surveillance and
control will not follow. In particular, the
government’s post-audit power to inspect
and evaluate a church-related school’s finan-
cial records and to determine which expendi-
tures are religious and which are secular cre-
ates an intimate and continuing relationship
between church and state.

Lemon concerned the public subsidy of sec-
tarian school teachers. In 1975 in Meek v.
Pittenger the Court extended its reasoning
to a program in which public school teachers
provided ‘‘auxiliary services’’ to sectarian
school students on the premises of the sec-
tarian schools they attended. The Court
again stressed the religion-pervasive nature
of sectarian elementary and secondary
schools and found that even public school

teachers might engage in the fostering of re-
ligion in such an atmosphere. It said:

‘‘To be sure, auxiliary services personnel,
because not employed by the nonpublic
schools, are not directly subject to the dis-
cipline of a religious authority. But they are
performing important educational services
in schools in which education is an integral
part of the dominant sectarian mission and
in which an atmosphere dedicated to the ad-
vancement of religious belief is constantly
maintained. The potential for impermissible
fostering of religion under these cir-
cumstances, although somewhat reduced, is
nonetheless present. To be certain that aux-
iliary teachers remain religiously neutral, as
the Constitution demands, the State would
have to impose limitations on the activities
of auxiliary personnel and then engage in
some form of continuing surveillance to en-
sure that those restrictions were being fol-
lowed.

Thus, by a margin of 6-3, the Court held
the program to violate the establishment
clause.

A decade later the Court reaffirmed these
views. In Aguilar v. Felton the Court held
unconstitutional, 5-4, New York City’s im-
plementation of Title I of the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act. Under the
program public school teachers provided re-
medial and enrichment educational services
to eligible children in private elementary
and secondary schools on the premises of
those schools. The City had set up a system
to monitor the teachers’ performance to en-
sure that they did not engage in religious
teaching. But the Court, again stressing the
religion-pervasive nature of the schools,
found that the monitoring system itself to
create excessive entanglement between the
City and the religious schools:

. . . [T]he supervisory system established
by the City of New York inevitably results in
the excessive entanglement of church and
state. . . .

In the related case of City of Grand Rapids
v. Ball the Court also struck down two
teacher-subsidy programs operated in Grand
Rapids. In the Shared Time program public
school teachers provided remedial and en-
richment instruction to children in sectarian
elementary schools on the premises of those
schools, while in the Community Education
program teachers who were otherwise em-
ployed by the parochial schools were hired
on a part-time basis to provide after-school
extracurricular courses to the students at-
tending those schools. The Court held both
programs to satisfy the secular purpose as-
pect of the Lemon test but to violate its pri-
mary effect prong, but margins of 5–4 and 7–
2, respectively. The Court said the programs
‘‘impermissibly’’ advanced religion in three
ways:

First, the teachers participating in the
programs may become involved in inten-
tionally or inadvertently inculcating par-
ticular religious tenets or beliefs. Second,
the programs may provide a crucial symbolic
link between government and religion,
thereby enlisting—at least in the eyes of im-
pressionable youngsters—the powers of gov-
ernment to the support of the religious de-
nomination operating the school. Third, the
programs may have the effect of directly
promoting religion by impermissibly pro-
viding a subsidy to the primary religious
mission of the institutions attended.

Thus, after Ball the Court viewed programs
subsidizing teachers of secular subjects on
the premises of sectarian schools to violate
both the primary effect and excessive entan-
glement prongs of the Lemon test.

More recently, however, the Court has
begun to retreat from these rulings. In
Agostini v. Felron in 1997 the Court specifi-
cally rejected the conclusions and reasoning
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of Aguilar, Ball, and Meek with respect to
programs in which public school teachers
provide remedial and enrichment services to
eligible children in sectarian elementary and
secondary schools on the premises of those
schools. Agostini again involved New York
City’s implementation on the Title I pro-
gram, but this time the Court held on-prem-
ises instruction by public school personnel to
be constitutional, 5–4. The Court said the as-
sumptions on which Aguilar, Ball, and Meek
were based had been ‘‘undermined’’ by its
more recent church-state jurisprudence. Spe-
cifically, the Court said it had ‘‘abandoned
the presumption . . . That the placement of
public employees on parochial school
grounds inevitably results in the impermis-
sible effect of state-sponsored indoctrination
or constitutes a symbolic union between gov-
ernment and religion.’’ the Court further
said it had ‘‘departed from the rule . . . That
all government aid that directly assists the
educational function of religious schools is
invalid.’’ Finally, the Court states that be-
cause it no longer adhered to the view that
‘‘property instructed public employees will
fail to discharge their duties faithfully’’ and
be tempted to inculcate religion while on pa-
rochial school grounds, it also ‘‘discard[ed]
the assumption that pervasive monitoring of
Title I teachers is required. There is no sug-
gestion in the record before us that unan-
nounced monthly visits of public supervisors
are insufficient to detect inculcation of reli-
gion by public employees. Moreover, we have
not found excessive entanglement in cases in
which States imposed far more onerous bur-
dens on religious institutions than the moni-
toring system at issue here.’’

Most recently, the court further revised its
jurisprudence concerning public aid to sec-
tarian elementary and secondary schools, al-
though the case did not involve teacher sub-
sidies. In Mitchell v. Helms the Court
upheld, 6–3, a program providing instruc-
tional materials and equipment to public
and private schools alike and in so doing
overturned parts of its prior opinions in
Meek v. Pittenger, supra, and Wolman v.
Walter. The Court could agree on no major-
ity opinion. A plurality opinion by Justice
Thomas, joined by Chief Justice Rehnquist
and Justices Scalia and Kennedy, stated that
programs providing aid directly to sectarian
schools are constitutional so long as the aid
is also made available on a neutral basis to
public schools and is secular in nature. The
opinion by Justice O’Connor, joined by Jus-
tice Breyer, averred that the aid also had to
be limited to secular use by the schools after
it was received. But she eschewed the notion
that an intrusive monitoring system was
constitutionally necessary to ensure that
such a restriction was honored. She stated:

‘‘. . . Agostini and the cases on which it re-
lied have undermined the assumptions un-
derlying Meek and Wolman. To be sure,
Agostini only addressed the specific pre-
sumption that public-school employees
teaching on the premises of religious schools
would inevitably inculcate religion. Never-
theless, I believe that our definitive rejec-
tion of that presumption also stood for—or
at least strongly pointed to—the broader
proposition that such presumptions of reli-
gious indoctrination are normally inappro-
priate when evaluating neutral school-aid
programs under the Establishment Clause.
. . . [T]he Court’s willingness to assume that
religious-school instructors will inculcate
religion has not caused us to presume also
that such instructors will be unable to follow
secular use restrictions on the use of text-
books. I would similarly reject any such pre-
sumption regarding the use of instructional
materials and equipment.’’

But Justice O’Connor also took pains to re-
emphasize her position in Ball that ‘‘the reli-

gious-school teacher who works throughout
the day to advance the school’s religious
mission would also do so, at least to some
extent, during the supplemental classes pro-
vided at the end of the day.’’

Thus, it seems clear that the Court’s
church-state jurisprudence is evolving. More
specifically, the Court has abandoned the as-
sumptions that aid to sectarian schools in-
evitably has a primary effect of advancing
the schools’ religious mission and that pub-
lic school teachers will inevitably be tempt-
ed to inculcate religion when they offer in-
structional services on the premises of such
schools. But it has not yet abandoned the
presumption that was key to its decision in
Lemon v. Kurtzman, supra, that the teachers
hired by the sectarian schools themselves
would inevitably engage in such instruction
and that a constitutionally entangling sur-
veillance of such teachers would be essential
if they were publicly subsidized. Lemon v.
Kurtzman, supra, in other words, appears
still to be good law. Moreover, it may also be
material to note that all of the Justices in
their various opinions in Mitchell v. Helms,
supra, emphasized the constitutional dangers
that were inherent in direct grants of money
to sectarian schools. As a consequence, the
Master Teacher program that would be au-
thorized by H.R. 4271 appears to raise a con-
stitutional question.

I hope the foregoing is responsive to your
request. If we may be of additional assist-
ance, please call on us.

I would just read part of it. Lemon v.
Kurtzman was mentioned. CRS sug-
gests that that still appears to be good
law. Moreover, it may be material to
note that all of the justices in their
various opinions in Mitchell v. Helms
emphasized the constitutional dangers
that were inherent in direct grants of
money to sectarian schools. As a con-
sequence, the master teacher program
that would be authorized by H.R. 4271
appears to raise constitutional ques-
tions.

I think they should be considered and
that provision should be taken out of
the bill, so other good portions could
go forward.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I think this precedent
has already been set, and I would like
to read from the National Science
Foundation fact sheet that outlines the
awards that the President of the
United States offers every year. It
says, the presidential award for excel-
lence in mathematics and science
teaching is the Nation’s highest com-
mendation for K–12 math and science
teachers. It recognizes the combination
of sustained and exemplary work, both
in and outside of the classroom. Each
award includes a grant of $7,500 from
the NSF to the recipient school. Win-
ners use the money at their discretion
to promote math and science edu-
cation.

Frequently asked questions: What
are the PAEMST selection criteria?

Answer: The program is open to prac-
ticing public, private and parochial
school teachers with a minimum of 5
years experience.

Then there is a press release attached
to this that says President Clinton has
recognized 214 mathematics and

science teachers for their innovative
and outstanding contributions to their
professions under the presidential
awards for excellence in mathematics
and science teaching programs.

Now, if the gentleman from Vir-
ginia’s argument is valid, then all of
the awards that President Clinton has
passed out in the last 8 years to private
and parochial school teachers, because
they have done a good job in the class-
room, never should have been paid and
are unconstitutional.

What is being proposed in this bill is
patterned after what the President has
done since 1983. The issue of the con-
stitutionality is simple, and that is
whether the funds are used to promote
indoctrination of religion, in this bill
they are not; whether there is a pref-
erence on religious instruction, in this
bill they are not; and whether there is
excessive entanglement between the
government and religion, and in this
bill there is not, just like in the
PAEMST awards that have been given
by the President of the United States.

So I think that the argument that
has been advanced at the 11th hour and
59th minute is really a red herring. We
need to improve math and science edu-
cation in our elementary and sec-
ondary schools. The best way to do
that is to have really motivated teach-
ers that turn the kids on. It should not
make any difference whether those
teachers teach in the public school or
in a nonpublic school, because we
should not leave the children in the
nonpublic schools behind in order to
get better math and science education.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this is a situation that
sailed through the committee with
input from both sides. It is a good bill.
It is a bill that is endangered now be-
cause some things have been detected
in it, and it is not unlikely that could
happen to any committee or any mem-
ber of the committee.

But we have a problem with it, and
we would have worked it out. I think
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Chair-
man SENSENBRENNER), the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS), the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON), and, of course, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) and
others would have worked it out at the
committee level. But that did not hap-
pen.

I am very hopeful that in colloquy
between the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) and the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
EHLERS), they are both highly skilled
in the art of compromise, maybe some-
thing can be worked out with this.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE
BERNICE JOHNSON).

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, there is no ques-
tion about any provision in this bill,
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except that provision that allows for
the payment of teachers for private
schools. There is a real difference be-
tween a $7,500 award and paying the
full salary of a teacher for a private
school. That remains a problem in this
bill.

Clearly, this bill needed to move. We
have been holding it up for over 2
years, trying to hear everyone all over
the country, many educators, and we
know the urgency of the provisions of
this bill. But we do not want to risk
the outcome of this bill because of this
provision.

That is where my concern is, and
that is what I would like. If the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS)
could assure us that this provision
would not jeopardize this bill and it
could be corrected before it is signed
into law or vetoed or whatever, then I
have no problem with the bill.

We need the other provisions of this
bill to be in law so that we can get the
benefit as quickly as possible.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. I yield to the gentleman from
Michigan.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, there is a
host of questions that have been raised
here at the last minute, and a consider-
able surprise to me, because on this bill
we have held hearings for over a year,
and the bill has been out for almost 2
years.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Not on this provision, but the
last one.

Mr. EHLERS. Let me just try to re-
spond. This provision is, first of all, a
grant to the school, not to the teacher,
so it is not even as far along as the list
that the chairman gave a moment ago.
It is a grant to the school and not to
the teacher.

Secondly, you have to recognize
teachers move from one school to an-
other. Just yesterday I spoke in a
school, and there was a teacher in the
public school who had previously
taught in a religious school in my com-
munity. If you educate or train a
teacher, are you going to say once we
have trained them with Federal money,
they cannot teach in a private school
anymore, even if they were trained
with Federal money while they were in
the public school?

b 1445
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of

Texas. Reclaiming my time, Mr.
Speaker, let me just say that we want
the provisions of this bill to go for-
ward. We do not want public dollars to
flow to private schools when we have
such need in public schools.

I need that assurance. This bill is on
suspension. I need to assure a number
of people in this body that this will
happen if this bill is to pass today.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, yes, I am one who
wants the parents to make the decision
as to what type of education their chil-
dren have.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, this is an important bill
to get America’s children the type of
technologically adept teachers that
they need to bring themselves into the
21st century. It should not be held up
because we have had 2 years of study
on this, direct hearings and having the
bill open for amendment during the
markup at the Committee on Science.

At no point prior to 48 hours ago
have the objections, such as those
raised by the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) and the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT)
been brought up.

This bill has widespread support, and
I would like to read off a list of the or-
ganizations that have supported it: the
American Association for Engineering
Education, the American Association
of Engineering Societies, the American
Association of Physics Teachers, the
American Astronomical Society, the
American Chemical Society, the Amer-
ican Physical Society, the American
Society of Mechanical Engineers, Busi-
ness Round Table, Institute of Elec-
trical and Electronic Engineers, Inter-
national Society for Optical Engineer-
ing, International Technology Edu-
cation Association, Jobs for the Fu-
ture, National Academy Of Sciences,
National Alliance of Business, National
Council of Teachers of Mathematics,
National Science Teachers Association,
National Society of Professional Engi-
neers, Optical Society of America, SAE
International and Triangle Coalition
for Mathematics and Science Edu-
cation.

Mr. Speaker, I would implore the
House of Representatives to do the
right thing, to give our kids the tools
to advance into the 21st century and be
able to compete in a globalized econ-
omy. Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of the
bill.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, this Member
rises today in support of H.R. 4271, the Na-
tional Science Education Act, of which he is a
cosponsor.

Through grants to public and private
schools, the National Science Education Act
provides math and science teachers with the
assistance they need in professional develop-
ment and support for the use of hands-on
science materials, and with development in
technology use and integration. It also creates
a national scholarship to reward teacher par-
ticipation in science, math, engineering or
technology research.

In June of this year, this Member was vis-
ited by Mr. Robert Curtright and his wife from
Lincoln, Nebraska. Mr. Curtright, a science
teacher at Lincoln Northeast High School, was
honored as one of the winners of the Presi-
dential Award for Excellence in Mathematics
and Science Teaching Program that is admin-
istered by the National Science Foundation.
The award enables Mr. Curtright to serve as

a role model for his peers in Nebraska and
encourage high quality teachers to enter and
remain in the education field. However, Mr.
Curtright cannot do it alone. Nebraska is cur-
rently facing a great deal of difficulty in recruit-
ing and retaining good quality teachers. This
Member believes that through H.R. 4271,
more teachers will benefit from the additional
resources, enhanced professional develop-
ment as well as professional mentors to recruit
and maintain quality math and science teach-
ers.

Mr. Speaker, this Member encourages his
colleagues to support the National Science
Education Act. Mr. Curtright deserves all of
the help he can get in assisting others in his
profession provide the best math and science
education that children in Nebraska and
throughout the country deserve.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of H.R. 4271, the National Science
Education Act, an important bill that recog-
nizes the need to educate for the future.

I do have some concerns about one part of
the bill that would permit allocation of federal
funds to private schools. I would have pre-
ferred for that to have been omitted. However,
the rest of the bill deserves enactment. So, I
will support sending the bill to the Senate, in
hopes that it will be further improved to the
point that it can be supported without reserva-
tion by anyone.

I’d like to talk specifically about the merits of
one provision, added by an amendment that I
offered, that is designed to encourage would-
be science and math teachers. My amend-
ment authorizes a program of one-year, $5000
scholarships to those with bachelors degrees
in science or engineering, or those nearing
completion of such degrees, to enable them to
take the courses they need to become cer-
tified as K–12 science or math teachers.

Over the last year, the Science Committee
held a series of hearings about the state of
math and science education in this country.
From these hearings and from talking to con-
stituents, students, and educators at home, it
has become crystal clear to me that we have
much work to do to prepare our students to
succeed in the 21st century workplace.

In particular, we’ve been hearing that poor
student performance in science and math has
much to do with the fact that teachers often
have little or no training in the disciplines they
are teaching. While the importance of teacher
expertise in determining student achievement
is widely acknowledged, it is also the case
that significant numbers of K–12 students are
being taught science and math by unqualified
teachers.

The bill includes a number of important pro-
visions to assist teachers, and deserves to
pass. Not only do we need to ensure a high
quality of science and math education for our
students, but we also need to ensure there is
sufficient quantity of trained teachers available
to teach them. My amendment provides an in-
centive for individuals with the content knowl-
edge to try teaching as a career.

Most students emerge from college with a
heavy debt load—and studies have shown
that average debt has tended upward, sine
college tuition costs have been increasing
faster than inflation. So scholarships would be
particularly beneficial for those considering en-
tering the teaching field where starting salaries
are relatively low.

Mr. Speaker, this bill takes some critical
steps to help ensure that we can sustain our
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current economic growth and that our future
workforce will be prepared to succeed in our
increasingly technologically based world.

I urge support for this important legislation.
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance

of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

HANSEN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 4271, as amended.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand
the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

AMERICAN MUSEUM OF SCIENCE
AND ENERGY

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 4940) to designate
the museum operated by the Secretary
of Energy in Oak Ridge, Tennessee, as
the ‘‘American Museum of Science and
Energy’’, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 4940

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
TITLE I—AMERICAN MUSEUM OF SCIENCE

AND ENERGY
SEC. 101. DESIGNATION OF AMERICAN MUSEUM

OF SCIENCE AND ENERGY.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Museum—
(1) is designated as the ‘‘American Museum

of Science and Energy’’; and
(2) shall be the official museum of science

and energy of the United States.
(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,

map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the Museum is
deemed to be a reference to the ‘‘American
Museum of Science and Energy’’.

(c) PROPERTY OF THE UNITED STATES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The name ‘‘American Mu-

seum of Science and Energy’’ is declared the
property of the United States.

(2) INJUNCTION.—Whoever, except as au-
thorized by the Secretary, uses or reproduces
the name ‘‘American Museum of Science and
Energy’’, or a facsimile or simulation of such
name in such manner as suggests ‘‘American
Museum of Science and Energy’’, may be en-
joined from such use or reproduction at the
suit of the Attorney General upon complaint
by the Secretary.

(3) EFFECT ON OTHER RIGHTS.—This sub-
section shall not be construed to conflict or
interfere with established or vested rights.
SEC. 102. AUTHORITY.

To carry out the activities of the Museum,
the Secretary may—

(1) accept and dispose of any gift, devise, or
bequest of services or property, real or per-
sonal, that is—

(A) designated in a written document by
the person making the gift, devise, or be-
quest as intended for the Museum; and

(B) determined by the Secretary to be suit-
able and beneficial for use by the Museum;

(2) operate a retail outlet on the premises
of the Museum for the purpose of selling or
distributing items (including mementos,
food, educational materials, replicas, and lit-
erature) that are—

(A) relevant to the contents of the Mu-
seum; and

(B) informative, educational, and tasteful;
(3) collect reasonable fees where feasible

and appropriate;
(4) exhibit, perform, display, and publish

materials and information of or relating to
the Museum in any media or place;

(5) consistent with guidelines approved by
the Secretary, lease space on the premises of
the Museum at reasonable rates and for uses
consistent with such guidelines; and

(6) use the proceeds of activities authorized
under this section to pay the costs of the
Museum.
SEC. 103. MUSEUM VOLUNTEERS.

(a) AUTHORITY TO USE VOLUNTEERS.—The
Secretary may recruit, train, and accept the
services of individuals or entities as volun-
teers for services or activities related to the
Museum.

(b) STATUS OF VOLUNTEERS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in

paragraph (2), service by a volunteer under
subsection (a) shall not be considered Fed-
eral employment.

(2) EXCEPTIONS.—
(A) FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT.—For pur-

poses of chapter 171 of title 28, United States
Code, a volunteer under subsection (a) shall
be treated as an employee of the government
(as defined in section 2671 of that title).

(B) COMPENSATION FOR WORK INJURIES.—For
purposes of subchapter I of chapter 81 of title
5, United States Code, a volunteer described
in subsection (a) shall be treated as an em-
ployee (as defined in section 8101 of title 5,
United States Code).

(c) COMPENSATION.—A volunteer under sub-
section (a) shall serve without pay, but may
receive nominal awards and reimbursement
for incidental expenses, including expenses
for a uniform or transportation in further-
ance of Museum activities.
SEC. 104. DEFINITIONS.

For purposes of this title:
(1) MUSEUM.—The term ‘‘Museum’’ means

the museum operated by the Secretary of
Energy and located at 300 South Tulane Ave-
nue in Oak Ridge, Tennessee.

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of Energy or a des-
ignated representative of the Secretary.

TITLE II—NETWORKING AND
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY

SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Networking

and Information Technology Research and
Development Act’’.
SEC. 202. FINDINGS.

The Congress makes the following findings:
(1) Information technology will continue to

change the way Americans live, learn, and
work. The information revolution will im-
prove the workplace and the quality and ac-
cessibility of health care and education and
make Government more responsible and ac-
cessible. It is important that access to infor-
mation technology be available to all citi-
zens, including elderly Americans and Amer-
icans with disabilities.

(2) Information technology is an impera-
tive enabling technology that contributes to
scientific disciplines. Major advances in bio-
medical research, public safety, engineering,
and other critical areas depend on further
advances in computing and communications.

(3) The United States is the undisputed
global leader in information technology.

(4) Information technology is recognized as
a catalyst for economic growth and pros-
perity.

(5) Information technology represents one
of the fastest growing sectors of the United
States economy, with electronic commerce
alone projected to become a trillion-dollar
business by 2005.

(6) Businesses producing computers, semi-
conductors, software, and communications
equipment account for one-third of the total
growth in the United States economy since
1992.

(7) According to the United States Census
Bureau, between 1993 and 1997, the informa-
tion technology sector grew an average of
12.3 percent per year.

(8) Fundamental research in information
technology has enabled the information rev-
olution.

(9) Fundamental research in information
technology has contributed to the creation
of new industries and new, high-paying jobs.

(10) Our Nation’s well-being will depend on
the understanding, arising from fundamental
research, of the social and economic benefits
and problems arising from the increasing
pace of information technology trans-
formations.

(11) Scientific and engineering research
and the availability of a skilled workforce
are critical to continued economic growth
driven by information technology.

(12) In 1997, private industry provided most
of the funding for research and development
in the information technology sector. The
information technology sector now receives,
in absolute terms, one-third of all corporate
spending on research and development in the
United States economy.

(13) The private sector tends to focus its
spending on short-term, applied research.

(14) The Federal Government is uniquely
positioned to support long-term fundamental
research.

(15) Federal applied research in informa-
tion technology has grown at almost twice
the rate of Federal basic research since 1986.

(16) Federal science and engineering pro-
grams must increase their emphasis on long-
term, high-risk research.

(17) Current Federal programs and support
for fundamental research in information
technology is inadequate if we are to main-
tain the Nation’s global leadership in infor-
mation technology.
SEC. 203. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION.—Sec-
tion 201(b) of the High-Performance Com-
puting Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5521(b)) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘From sums otherwise au-
thorized to be appropriated, there’’ and in-
serting ‘‘There’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘1995; and’’ and inserting
‘‘1995;’’; and

(3) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting ‘‘; $580,000,000 for fiscal year 2000;
$699,300,000 for fiscal year 2001; $728,150,000 for
fiscal year 2002; $801,550,000 for fiscal year
2003; and $838,500,000 for fiscal year 2004.
Amounts authorized under this subsection
shall be the total amounts authorized to the
National Science Foundation for a fiscal
year for the Program, and shall not be in ad-
dition to amounts previously authorized by
law for the purposes of the Program.’’.

(b) NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE AD-
MINISTRATION.—Section 202(b) of the High-
Performance Computing Act of 1991 (15
U.S.C. 5522(b)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘From sums otherwise au-
thorized to be appropriated, there’’ and in-
serting ‘‘There’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘1995; and’’ and inserting
‘‘1995;’’; and

(3) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting ‘‘; $164,400,000 for fiscal year 2000;
$201,000,000 for fiscal year 2001; $208,000,000 for
fiscal year 2002; $224,000,000 for fiscal year
2003; and $231,000,000 for fiscal year 2004.’’.
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(c) DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY.—Section

203(e)(1) of the High-Performance Computing
Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5523(e)(1)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘1995; and’’ and inserting
‘‘1995;’’; and

(2) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting ‘‘; $119,500,000 for fiscal year 2000;
$175,000,000 for fiscal year 2001; $183,000,000 for
fiscal year 2002; $193,000,000 for fiscal year
2003; and $203,000,000 for fiscal year 2004.’’.

(d) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND
TECHNOLOGY.—(1) Section 204(d)(1) of the
High-Performance Computing Act of 1991 (15
U.S.C. 5524(d)(1)) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘1995; and’’ and inserting
‘‘1995;’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘1996; and’’ and inserting
‘‘1996; $9,000,000 for fiscal year 2000; $9,500,000
for fiscal year 2001; $10,500,000 for fiscal year
2002; $16,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; and
$17,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; and’’.

(2) Section 204(d) of the High-Performance
Computing Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5524(d)) is
amended by striking ‘‘From sums otherwise
authorized to be appropriated, there’’ and in-
serting ‘‘There’’.

(e) NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION.—Section 204(d)(2) of the
High-Performance Computing Act of 1991 (15
U.S.C. 5524(d)(2)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘1995; and’’ and inserting
‘‘1995;’’; and

(2) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting ‘‘; $13,500,000 for fiscal year 2000;
$13,900,000 for fiscal year 2001; $14,300,000 for
fiscal year 2002; $14,800,000 for fiscal year
2003; and $15,200,000 for fiscal year 2004.’’.

(f) ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY.—
Section 205(b) of the High-Performance Com-
puting Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5525(b)) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘From sums otherwise au-
thorized to be appropriated, there’’ and in-
serting ‘‘There’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘1995; and’’ and inserting
‘‘1995;’’; and

(3) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting ‘‘; $4,200,000 for fiscal year 2000;
$4,300,000 for fiscal year 2001; $4,500,000 for fis-
cal year 2002; $4,600,000 for fiscal year 2003;
and $4,700,000 for fiscal year 2004.’’.

(g) NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH.—Title
II of the High-Performance Computing Act of
1991 (15 U.S.C. 5521 et seq.) is amended by in-
serting after section 205 the following new
section:
‘‘SEC. 205A. NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH

ACTIVITIES.
‘‘(a) GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES.—As part

of the Program described in title I, the Na-
tional Institutes of Health shall conduct re-
search directed toward the advancement and
dissemination of computational techniques
and software tools in support of its mission
of biomedical and behavioral research.

‘‘(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the Secretary of Health and Human Services
for the purposes of the Program $223,000,000
for fiscal year 2000, $233,000,000 for fiscal year
2001, $242,000,000 for fiscal year 2002,
$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2003, and
$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2004.’’.
SEC. 204. NETWORKING AND INFORMATION

TECHNOLOGY RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT.

(a) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION.—Sec-
tion 201 of the High-Performance Computing
Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5521) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsections:

‘‘(c) NETWORKING AND INFORMATION TECH-
NOLOGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—(1) Of
the amounts authorized under subsection (b),
$350,000,000 for fiscal year 2000, $421,000,000 for
fiscal year 2001, $442,000,000 for fiscal year
2002, $486,000,000 for fiscal year 2003, and
$515,000,000 for fiscal year 2004 shall be avail-
able for grants for long-term basic research

on networking and information technology,
with priority given to research that helps ad-
dress issues related to high end computing
and software; network stability, fragility, re-
liability, security (including privacy and
counterinitiatives), and scalability; and the
social and economic consequences (including
the consequences for healthcare) of informa-
tion technology.

‘‘(2) In each of the fiscal years 2000 and
2001, the National Science Foundation shall
award under this subsection up to 25 large
grants of up to $1,000,000 each, and in each of
the fiscal years 2002, 2003, and 2004, the Na-
tional Science Foundation shall award under
this subsection up to 35 large grants of up to
$1,000,000 each.

‘‘(3)(A) Of the amounts described in para-
graph (1), $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2000,
$45,000,000 for fiscal year 2001, $50,000,000 for
fiscal year 2002, $55,000,000 for fiscal year
2003, and $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2004 shall
be available for grants of up to $5,000,000
each for Information Technology Research
Centers.

‘‘(B) For purposes of this paragraph, the
term ‘Information Technology Research Cen-
ters’ means groups of six or more researchers
collaborating across scientific and engineer-
ing disciplines on large-scale long-term re-
search projects which will significantly ad-
vance the science supporting the develop-
ment of information technology or the use of
information technology in addressing sci-
entific issues of national importance.

‘‘(d) MAJOR RESEARCH EQUIPMENT.—(1) In
addition to the amounts authorized under
subsection (b), there are authorized to be ap-
propriated to the National Science Founda-
tion $70,000,000 for fiscal year 2000, $70,000,000
for fiscal year 2001, $80,000,000 for fiscal year
2002, $80,000,000 for fiscal year 2003, and
$85,000,000 for fiscal year 2004 for grants for
the development of major research equip-
ment to establish terascale computing capa-
bilities at one or more sites and to promote
diverse computing architectures. Awards
made under this subsection shall provide for
support for the operating expenses of facili-
ties established to provide the terascale
computing capabilities, with funding for
such operating expenses derived from
amounts available under subsection (b).

‘‘(2) Grants awarded under this subsection
shall be awarded through an open, nation-
wide, peer-reviewed competition. Awardees
may include consortia consisting of members
from some or all of the following types of in-
stitutions:

‘‘(A) Academic supercomputer centers.
‘‘(B) State-supported supercomputer cen-

ters.
‘‘(C) Supercomputer centers that are sup-

ported as part of federally funded research
and development centers.
Notwithstanding any other provision of law,
regulation, or agency policy, a federally
funded research and development center may
apply for a grant under this subsection, and
may compete on an equal basis with any
other applicant for the awarding of such a
grant.

‘‘(3) As a condition of receiving a grant
under this subsection, an awardee must
agree—

‘‘(A) to connect to the National Science
Foundation’s Partnership for Advanced Com-
putational Infrastructure network;

‘‘(B) to the maximum extent practicable,
to coordinate with other federally funded
large-scale computing and simulation ef-
forts; and

‘‘(C) to provide open access to all grant re-
cipients under this subsection or subsection
(c).

‘‘(e) INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY EDUCATION
AND TRAINING GRANTS.—

‘‘(1) INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY GRANTS.—
The National Science Foundation shall pro-

vide grants under the Scientific and Ad-
vanced Technology Act of 1992 for the pur-
poses of section 3(a) and (b) of that Act, ex-
cept that the activities supported pursuant
to this paragraph shall be limited to improv-
ing education in fields related to informa-
tion technology. The Foundation shall en-
courage institutions with a substantial per-
centage of student enrollments from groups
underrepresented in information technology
industries to participate in the competition
for grants provided under this paragraph.

‘‘(2) INTERNSHIP GRANTS.—The National
Science Foundation shall provide—

‘‘(A) grants to institutions of higher edu-
cation to establish scientific internship pro-
grams in information technology research at
private sector companies; and

‘‘(B) supplementary awards to institutions
funded under the Louis Stokes Alliances for
Minority Participation program for intern-
ships in information technology research at
private sector companies.

‘‘(3) MATCHING FUNDS.—Awards under para-
graph (2) shall be made on the condition that
at least an equal amount of funding for the
internship shall be provided by the private
sector company at which the internship will
take place.

‘‘(4) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘institution of higher edu-
cation’ has the meaning given that term in
section 1201(a) of the Higher Education Act
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1141(a)).

‘‘(5) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Of the
amounts described in subsection (c)(1),
$10,000,000 for fiscal year 2000, $15,000,000 for
fiscal year 2001, $20,000,000 for fiscal year
2002, $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2003, and
$25,000,000 for fiscal year 2004 shall be avail-
able for carrying out this subsection.

‘‘(f) EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY RESEARCH.—
‘‘(1) RESEARCH PROGRAM.—As part of its re-

sponsibilities under subsection (a)(1), the Na-
tional Science Foundation shall establish a
research program to develop, demonstrate,
assess, and disseminate effective applica-
tions of information and computer tech-
nologies for elementary and secondary edu-
cation. Such program shall—

‘‘(A) support research projects, including
collaborative projects involving academic re-
searchers and elementary and secondary
schools, to develop innovative educational
materials, including software, and peda-
gogical approaches based on applications of
information and computer technology;

‘‘(B) support empirical studies to deter-
mine the educational effectiveness and the
cost effectiveness of specific, promising edu-
cational approaches, techniques, and mate-
rials that are based on applications of infor-
mation and computer technologies; and

‘‘(C) include provision for the widespread
dissemination of the results of the studies
carried out under subparagraphs (A) and (B),
including maintenance of electronic libraries
of the best educational materials identified
accessible through the Internet.

‘‘(2) REPLICATION.—The research projects
and empirical studies carried out under para-
graph (1)(A) and (B) shall encompass a wide
variety of educational settings in order to
identify approaches, techniques, and mate-
rials that have a high potential for being
successfully replicated throughout the
United States.

‘‘(3) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Of the
amounts authorized under subsection (b),
$10,000,000 for fiscal year 2000, $10,500,000 for
fiscal year 2001, $11,000,000 for fiscal year
2002, $12,000,000 for fiscal year 2003, and
$12,500,000 for fiscal year 2004 shall be avail-
able for the purposes of this subsection.

‘‘(g) PEER REVIEW.—All grants made under
this section shall be made only after being
subject to peer review by panels or groups
having private sector representation.’’.
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(b) OTHER PROGRAM AGENCIES.—
(1) NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE AD-

MINISTRATION.—Section 202(a) of the High-
Performance Computing Act of 1991 (15
U.S.C. 5522(a)) is amended by inserting ‘‘, and
may participate in or support research de-
scribed in section 201(c)(1)’’ after ‘‘and ex-
perimentation’’.

(2) DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY.—Section 203(a)
of the High-Performance Computing Act of
1991 (15 U.S.C. 5523(a)) is amended by striking
the period at the end and inserting a comma,
and by adding after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing:
‘‘conduct an integrated program of research,
development, and provision of facilities to
develop and deploy to scientific and tech-
nical users the high performance computing
and collaboration tools needed to fulfill the
statutory mission of the Department of En-
ergy, and may participate in or support re-
search described in section 201(c)(1).’’.

(3) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND
TECHNOLOGY.—Section 204(a)(1) of the High-
Performance Computing Act of 1991 (15
U.S.C. 5524(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘;
and’’ at the end of subparagraph (C) and in-
serting a comma, and by adding after sub-
paragraph (C) the following:
‘‘and may participate in or support research
described in section 201(c)(1); and’’.

(4) NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC AD-
MINISTRATION.—Section 204(a)(2) of the High-
Performance Computing Act of 1991 (15
U.S.C. 5524(a)(2)) is amended by inserting ‘‘,
and may participate in or support research
described in section 201(c)(1)’’ after ‘‘agency
missions’’.

(5) ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY.—
Section 205(a) of the High-Performance Com-
puting Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5525(a)) is
amended by inserting ‘‘, and may participate
in or support research described in section
201(c)(1)’’ after ‘‘dynamics models’’.

(6) UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.—
Title II of the High-Performance Computing
Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5521 et seq.) is
amended—

(A) by redesignating sections 207 and 208 as
sections 208 and 209, respectively; and

(B) by inserting after section 206 the fol-
lowing new section:
‘‘SEC. 207. UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.

‘‘The United States Geological Survey may
participate in or support research described
in section 201(c)(1).’’.
SEC. 205. NEXT GENERATION INTERNET.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 103(d) of the
High-Performance Computing Act of 1991 (15
U.S.C. 5513(d)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—
(A) by striking ‘‘1999 and’’ and inserting

‘‘1999,’’; and
(B) by inserting ‘‘, $15,000,000 for fiscal year

2001, and $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2002’’ after
‘‘fiscal year 2000’’;

(2) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, and
$25,000,000 for fiscal year 2001 and $25,000,000
for fiscal year 2002’’ after ‘‘Act of 1998’’;

(3) in paragraph (4)—
(A) by striking ‘‘1999 and’’ and inserting

‘‘1999,’’; and
(B) by inserting ‘‘, $10,000,000 for fiscal year

2001, and $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2002’’ after
‘‘fiscal year 2000’’; and

(4) in paragraph (5)—
(A) by striking ‘‘1999 and’’ and inserting

‘‘1999,’’; and
(B) by inserting ‘‘, $5,500,000 for fiscal year

2001, and $5,500,000 for fiscal year 2002’’ after
‘‘fiscal year 2000’’.

(b) RURAL INFRASTRUCTURE.—Section 103 of
the High-Performance Computing Act of 1991
(15 U.S.C. 5513) is amended by adding at the
end thereof the following:

‘‘(e) RURAL INFRASTRUCTURE.—Out of ap-
propriated amounts authorized by subsection

(d), not less than 10 percent of the total
amounts shall be made available to fund re-
search grants for making high-speed
connectivity more accessible to users in geo-
graphically remote areas. The research shall
include investigations of wireless, hybrid,
and satellite technologies. In awarding
grants under this subsection, the admin-
istering agency shall give priority to quali-
fied, post-secondary educational institutions
that participate in the Experimental Pro-
gram to Stimulate Competitive Research.’’.

(c) MINORITY AND SMALL COLLEGE INTERNET
ACCESS.—Section 103 of the High-Perform-
ance Computing Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5513),
as amended by subsection (b), is further
amended by adding at the end thereof the
following:

‘‘(f) MINORITY AND SMALL COLLEGE INTER-
NET ACCESS.—Not less than 5 percent of the
amounts made available for research under
subsection (d) shall be used for grants to in-
stitutions of higher education that are His-
panic-serving, Native American, Native Ha-
waiian, Native Alaskan, Historically Black,
or small colleges and universities.’’.

(d) DIGITAL DIVIDE STUDY.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The National Academy of

Sciences shall conduct a study to determine
the extent to which the Internet backbone
and network infrastructure contribute to the
uneven ability to access to Internet-related
technologies and services by rural and low-
income Americans. The study shall include—

(A) an assessment of the existing geo-
graphical penalty (as defined in section
7(a)(1) of the Next Generation Internet Re-
search Act of 1998 (15 U.S.C. 5501 nt.)) and its
impact on all users and their ability to ob-
tain secure and reliable Internet access;

(B) a review of all current federally funded
research to decrease the inequity of Internet
access to rural and low-income users; and

(C) an estimate of the potential impact of
Next Generation Internet research institu-
tions acting as aggregators and mentors for
nearby smaller or disadvantaged institu-
tions.

(2) REPORT.—The National Academy of
Sciences shall transmit a report containing
the results of the study and recommenda-
tions required by paragraph (1) to the House
of Representatives Committee on Science
and the Senate Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation within 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act.

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Academy of Sciences such sums
as may be necessary to carry out this sub-
section.
SEC. 206. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.

Section 101 of the High-Performance Com-
puting Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5511) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1)

through (5) as subparagraphs (A) through (E),
respectively;

(B) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘ADVISORY
COMMITTEE.—’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(2) In addition to the duties outlined in
paragraph (1), the advisory committee shall
conduct periodic evaluations of the funding,
management, implementation, and activities
of the Program, the Next Generation Inter-
net program, and the Networking and Infor-
mation Technology Research and Develop-
ment program, and shall report not less fre-
quently than once every 2 fiscal years to the
Committee on Science of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the
Senate on its findings and recommendations.
The first report shall be due within 1 year

after the date of the enactment of the Net-
working and Information Technology Re-
search and Development Act.’’; and

(2) in subsection (c)(1)(A) and (2), by insert-
ing ‘‘, including the Next Generation Inter-
net program and the Networking and Infor-
mation Technology Research and Develop-
ment program’’ after ‘‘Program’’ each place
it appears.
SEC. 207. REPORT TO CONGRESS.

Section 103 of the High-Performance Com-
puting Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5513), as amend-
ed by section 205 of this title, is further
amended by redesignating subsections (b),
(c), and (d) as subsections (c), (d), and (e), re-
spectively, and by inserting after subsection
(a) the following new subsection:

‘‘(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—
‘‘(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Director of the

National Science Foundation shall conduct a
study of the issues described in paragraph
(3), and not later than 1 year after the date
of the enactment of the Networking and In-
formation Technology Research and Devel-
opment Act, shall transmit to the Congress a
report including recommendations to ad-
dress those issues. Such report shall be up-
dated annually for 6 additional years.

‘‘(2) CONSULTATION.—In preparing the re-
ports under paragraph (1), the Director of the
National Science Foundation shall consult
with the National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration, the National Institute of
Standards and Technology, and such other
Federal agencies and educational entities as
the Director of the National Science Founda-
tion considers appropriate.

‘‘(3) ISSUES.—The reports shall—
‘‘(A) identify the current status of high-

speed, large bandwidth capacity access to all
public elementary and secondary schools and
libraries in the United States;

‘‘(B) identify how high-speed, large band-
width capacity access to the Internet to such
schools and libraries can be effectively uti-
lized within each school and library;

‘‘(C) consider the effect that specific or re-
gional circumstances may have on the abil-
ity of such institutions to acquire high-
speed, large bandwidth capacity access to
achieve universal connectivity as an effec-
tive tool in the education process; and

‘‘(D) include options and recommendations
for the various entities responsible for ele-
mentary and secondary education to address
the challenges and issues identified in the re-
ports.’’.
SEC. 208. STUDY OF ACCESSIBILITY TO INFORMA-

TION TECHNOLOGY.
Section 201 of the High-Performance Com-

puting Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5524), as amend-
ed by sections 3(a) and 4(a) of this Act, is
amended further by inserting after sub-
section (g) the following new subsection:

‘‘(h) STUDY OF ACCESSIBILITY TO INFORMA-
TION TECHNOLOGY.—

‘‘(1) STUDY.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of the Networking
and Information Technology Research and
Development Act, the Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation, in consultation
with the National Institute on Disability and
Rehabilitation Research, shall enter into an
arrangement with the National Research
Council of the National Academy of Sciences
for that Council to conduct a study of acces-
sibility to information technologies by indi-
viduals who are elderly, individuals who are
elderly with a disability, and individuals
with disabilities.

‘‘(2) SUBJECTS.—The study shall address—
‘‘(A) current barriers to access to informa-

tion technologies by individuals who are el-
derly, individuals who are elderly with a dis-
ability, and individuals with disabilities;

‘‘(B) research and development needed to
remove those barriers;
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‘‘(C) Federal legislative, policy, or regu-

latory changes needed to remove those bar-
riers; and

‘‘(D) other matters that the National Re-
search Council determines to be relevant to
access to information technologies by indi-
viduals who are elderly, individuals who are
elderly with a disability, and individuals
with disabilities.

‘‘(3) TRANSMITTAL TO CONGRESS.—The Di-
rector of the National Science Foundation
shall transmit to the Congress within 2 years
of the date of the enactment of the Net-
working and Information Technology Re-
search and Development Act a report setting
forth the findings, conclusions, and rec-
ommendations of the National Research
Council.

‘‘(4) FEDERAL AGENCY COOPERATION.—Fed-
eral agencies shall cooperate fully with the
National Research Council in its activities
in carrying out the study under this sub-
section.

‘‘(5) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funding for
the study described in this subsection shall
be available, in the amount of $700,000, from
amounts described in subsection (c)(1).’’.
SEC. 209. COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY.

Not later than 1 year after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall transmit to the Congress a report
on the results of a detailed study analyzing
the effects of this title, and the amendments
made by this title, on lower income families,
minorities, and women.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks on H.R. 4940, as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, title I of H.R. 4940 des-
ignates the museum operated by the
Secretary of Energy in Oak Ridge, Ten-
nessee, as the American Museum of
Science and Energy and grants owner-
ship of this name to the United States.
It further provides legal remedies for
the unauthorized use of the name.

Title I also authorizes the museum to
accept gifts, operate a retail outlet,
and lease space on its premises. In ad-
dition, it authorizes the museum to re-
cruit and train volunteers.

The American Museum of Science
and Energy is the second most fre-
quently visited attraction in the Knox-
ville metropolitan area. Since the be-
ginning of operations in 1949, the mu-
seum has hosted nearly 10 million visi-
tors from all 50 States and more than
40 foreign countries. The Oak Ridge
Convention and Visitor’s Bureau esti-
mates the museum generates $6 million
to $7 million annually in revenue to
the community.

The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
WAMP) introduced H.R. 4940 on July 24,

2000. The bill has strong bipartisan sup-
port, and I would like to compliment
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
WAMP) for its introduction.

H.R. 4940, as amended, also includes a
second title. Title II is the modified
text of H.R. 2086, the Networking and
Information Technology Research and
Development Act. The House passed
H.R. 2086 by voice vote on February 15,
2000. The Senate passed it with some
minor changes on September 21, 2000 as
a part of another legislative vehicle.

It has strong bipartisan support and
has been endorsed by 61 organizations,
including the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce and the Council of Scientific So-
ciety Presidents. I urge the House to
pass this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4940. The bill has two parts. Title I pro-
vides for designating an existing mu-
seum in Oak Ridge, Tennessee, as the
official American Museum of Science
and Energy and expands the authority
of the Secretary of the Energy in Oak
Ridge to include acceptance and sale of
any gifts, devices, or property intended
for the museum.

With the new authority, this museum
is going to be able to generate its own
revenues by measures such as charging
admission, soliciting corporate spon-
sors, and keeping the funds generated
by the retail outlet. Therefore, title I
will serve to alleviate the financial
burden on Oak Ridge National Labora-
tory and its contractor, as well as to
promote collaboration with corporate
sponsors.

Mr. Speaker, title II of the bill is the
Networking and Information Tech-
nology Research and Development Act.
This act, which was first passed by the
House unanimously earlier this year,
provides for a coordinated basic re-
search initiative and information tech-
nology. It authorizes the total of near-
ly $7 billion over 5 years for seven civil-
ian R&D agencies. The Networking and
Information Technology Research and
Development Act was introduced by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER) with bipartisan co-
sponsorship; and I am pleased the com-
mittee acted within the spirit of co-
operation to further develop this meas-
ure. Several amendments which were
proposed by Members on both sides of
the aisle have been incorporated into
the bill before us.

Title II of H.R. 4940 enjoys broad, bi-
partisan support. I congratulate the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Chairman
SENSENBRENNER) for his untiring ef-
forts to move it forward toward final
passage.

Mr. Speaker, the Information Tech-
nology R&D initiative has great sup-
port also from the academic and the in-
dustrial research communities and
from a wide range of computer, soft-
ware, and communications companies.

It also, Mr. Speaker, has been endorsed
by broad industry groups such as the
U.S. Chamber of Commerce and the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers,
two fine, free enterprises and pro-busi-
ness groups.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4940 is a
bipartisan bill that would lead to many
societal benefits. It will help ensure
that this Nation continues to maintain
economic growth and international
competitiveness in the information
economy of the 21st century. I ask for
the support of my colleagues and for
its passage.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. WAMP).

(Mr. WAMP asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 4940. I would like to
thank the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Chairman SENSENBRENNER), the chair-
man of the committee; the gentleman
from California (Mr. CALVERT); the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), the
ranking member; and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. COSTELLO); and the
staff of the Committee on Science, es-
pecially Tom Vanek and Njema
Frazier, for their hard work on the
original text of H.R. 4940.

Finally, I would like to thank the en-
tire Tennessee congressional delega-
tion, especially our dean, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. GORDON),
for their unanimous support of this leg-
islation.

Mr. Speaker, the American Museum
of Science and Energy opened in March
of 1949 in Oak Ridge. It is located on
17.4 acres in downtown Oak Ridge with
53,000 square feet of building con-
structed in 1975 and boasts indoor ex-
hibits, a 312-seat auditorium, an 80-seat
lecture room, and a classroom labora-
tory.

Since the beginning of its operations
in 1949, the museum has hosted nearly
10 million visitors from all 50 States
and more than 40 foreign countries.
The highest single day attendance was
on November 23, 1969 when 4,308 people
saw the moon rocks being studied by
scientists at the Oak Ridge National
Laboratory.

The museum is the second most fre-
quently visited attraction in the Knox-
ville metropolitan area. The Oak Ridge
Convention and Visitors’ Bureau esti-
mates that the museum generates $6
million to $7 million annually in rev-
enue to the community.

So what is the problem, and why do
we need this legislation? Since its in-
ception, the United States Department
of Energy has funded the museum, but
DOE will phase out Federal funding for
the operation of the museum at the end
of this fiscal year.

The purpose of this bill is to allow
the museum to accept and use dona-
tions, fees, and gifts to offset the costs
of operating the facility. Under current
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law, the funds raised by the foundation
board would have to be returned to the
Treasury and not be captured for the
operations of the museum. Similar leg-
islation was passed in 1992 and 1993 in
the DOD authorization bill pertaining
to the National Atomic Museum in Al-
buquerque, New Mexico that the DOE
operates.

Mr. Speaker, I am concerned that
this museum bill is now attached to a
much larger bill that might be con-
troversial. But I do support title II, but
this was not my desired path of consid-
eration. I would have preferred a clean
bill; but if this is the only way to pass
this bill, then I support the language
and the passage of the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I am sure that H.R.
4940, unamended, would go through the
Senate and on to the President for his
signature; but today I urge the House
to adopt H.R. 4940, as amended, and
hope that by the end of this Congress
the House and the Senate will agree
and move this legislation to the Presi-
dent for signage.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON).

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 4940 and urge its pas-
sage. This designation recognizes the
importance and continuing role of Oak
Ridge, Tennessee in advancing knowl-
edge. The museum will be a resource
for explaining science to students and
making the American public aware of
how research affects our everyday
lives. Mr. Speaker, let me especially
commend the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. WAMP) for his tireless ef-
fort and hard work in bringing this des-
ignation one step closer to reality. The
gentleman has taken on this project
with two hands in his normal energetic
way, and he certainly should be com-
plimented.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to thank
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Chair-
man SENSENBRENNER) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), the
ranking member, for their assistance
in bringing this bill to the floor. I urge
passage of H.R. 4940.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON).

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 4940 and will address my com-
ments to title II, the Networking and
Information Technology Research and
Development Act. Title II authorizes a
major new research investment in in-
formation technology, which is very
important to the Nation’s future well-
being. Action by Congress to authorize
this initiative really should not be de-
layed.

Information technology is a major
driver of economic growth. It creates
high-wage jobs, provides for the rapid
communication throughout the world,
and provides the tools for acquiring
knowledge and insight from informa-
tion. Advances in computing and com-

munications will make the workplace
more productive and improve the qual-
ity of health care and make govern-
ment more responsive and accessible to
the needs of our citizens.

Mr. Speaker, vigorous long-term re-
search is essential for realizing the po-
tential of information technology. The
technical advances that led to today’s
computers and Internet evolved from
passed Federally sponsored research, in
partnership with industry and univer-
sities.

The research authorized by H.R. 4940
will ensure that the store of basic
knowledge is replenished and, thereby,
enable the development of future gen-
erations of technology products and
services.

This legislation has received the bi-
partisan cosponsorship of many Mem-
bers, and I would like to acknowledge
the collegial manner in which title II
of the bill was developed by the Com-
mittee on Science. I want to thank the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER), the chairman, and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), the
ranking Democratic member, for their
persistent efforts to move this measure
towards final passage.

Title II of the bill will establish a
multiagency research initiative that
responds to the recent findings and rec-
ommendations of the President’s Infor-
mation Technology Advisory Com-
mittee. This committee, which was es-
tablished through statute, is composed
of distinguished representatives from
computer and communications compa-
nies and from academia. It reached its
conclusions following a comprehensive
assessment of current Federally funded
information technology research.

Mr. Speaker, the President’s Advi-
sory Committee found that Federal
funding for information technology re-
search has tilted too much towards
support for near-term, mission-focus
objectives.

b 1500

They discovered a growing gap be-
tween the power of high-performance
computers available to support agency
mission requirements versus support
for the general academic research com-
munity. They identified the need for
socioeconomic research on the impact
on society of the rapid evolution of in-
formation technology, and they judged
that the annual Federal research in-
vestment is inadequate by more than
$1 billion.

The bill before us addresses each of
the deficiencies identified by the advi-
sory committee and will effectively im-
plement its recommendations. I am
particularly pleased by the inclusion of
a provision I offered to the committee
to explicitly authorize research to
identify, understand, anticipate, and
address the potential social and eco-
nomic costs and benefits from the in-
creasing pace of information tech-
nology based transformations.

In addition to support for research,
title II will also contribute to pro-

viding the highly trained workers need-
ed by the information industries. The
human resource pool would be ex-
panded through two principal mecha-
nisms. First, as a part of their train-
ing, graduate students will participate
in most of the individual research
projects authorized. Secondly, special
provision is made for the student in-
ternships in industry to help recruit in-
dividuals for careers in information-
based companies. I sponsored a provi-
sion that opened such internships to
students participating in the Louis
Stokes Alliance for Minority Partici-
pation program administered by the
National Science Foundation.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the Net-
working and Information Technology
Research and Development Act is an
important investment in the future
prosperity of this Nation and in the
well-being of our fellow citizens. I rec-
ommend the measure to my colleagues
and ask for full support of its passage.

Mr. DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
express my strong support for the passage of
the Networking and Information Technology
Research and Development Act, as included
in title II of H.R. 4940, legislation which des-
ignates the museum operated by the Sec-
retary of Energy in Oak Ridge, Tennessee, as
the American Museum of Science and Energy.
As an original sponsor of the Networking and
IT Research and Development Act, I want to
congratulate my colleague Chairman SENSEN-
BRENNER of the House Science Committee for
his diligent and persistent efforts in achieving
passage of this legislation. Let me also lend
my thanks to Congressman WAMP, the chief
sponsor of H.R. 4940, for facilitating passage
with his measure of this important technology
basic research bill.

The Networking and IT Research and De-
velopment Act recognizes the central role that
information technology now plays in the U.S.
economy, our education system, and our cul-
ture. From the growth of the Internet to our ex-
ports of computer hardware, software, and
services, the IT sector has secured the United
States’ position as the worldwide dominant
force in the Information Technology Revolu-
tion. The U.S. high tech industry employed 5
million people in 1999, a 32% increase over a
6-year period, and the industry employed
nearly 5 percent of the U.S. private sector
workforce in 1999. And this growth is being
felt everywhere as high tech employment grew
in every state between 1997 and 1998.

This tremendous growth and productivity is
a result of the innovations and new ideas that
flow from private sector short-term R&D efforts
for targeted product and services. However,
research and development in long-term, basic,
and high-risk research now lags as the com-
petitiveness of the industry necessarily drives
companies to focus on faster returns on their
research investments. It is in this role that the
Federal Government has a crucial role to play
if we are to sustain our Nation’s long-term
ability to compete in the IT industry and gen-
erate the continued growth of our economy.

For these reasons, the Networking and IT
Research and Development Act implements
this fundamental federal investment in IT by
authorizing appropriations for 5 years for long-
term basic research for networking and infor-
mation technology. This legislation provides a
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total of $7.4 billion—nearly double the current
amount—for IT funding for High-Performance
Computing and Communications, Next Gen-
eration Internet, and new IT research pro-
grams at the National Science Foundation, the
Department of Energy, National Aeronautic
and Space Administration, the National Insti-
tute for Standards and Technology, the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, and the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy.

The Networking and Information Technology
Research and Development Act passed he
House unanimously in February and is now
being included in H.R. 4940 with some addi-
tions requested by the Senate. It is supported
by the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the Busi-
ness Software Alliance, TechNet, the Informa-
tion Technology Association of America, and
the Council of Scientific Society Presidents. I
urge all of my colleagues to support H.R. 4940
and ensure America’s role as the global leader
in high-end computing and technological inno-
vation.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HANSEN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 4940, as amended.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

WARTIME VIOLATION OF ITALIAN
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES ACT

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and concur in the
Senate amendments to the bill (H.R.
2442) to provide for the preparation of a
Government report detailing injustices
suffered by Italian Americans during
World War II, and a formal acknowl-
edgment of such injustices by the
President.

The Clerk read as follows:
Senate amendments:
Page 3, line 11, strike out ‘‘Inspector’’ and

insert ‘‘Attorney’’.
Page 3, line 11, strike out ‘‘of the Depart-

ment of Justice’’
Page 5, line 7, strike out ‘‘why some’’ and

insert ‘‘whether’’.
Page 5, line 9, strike out ‘‘while’’ and in-

sert ‘‘and if so, why’’.
Page 7, strike out line 1
Page 7, line 2, before ‘‘The’’ insert: (5)
Page 7, line 2, strike out ‘‘shall’’ and insert

‘‘should’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. BONO) and the gen-

tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. BONO).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.
Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, on November 10, 1999,

the House passed H.R. 2442 by voice
vote. The gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
HYDE), the chairman of the Committee
on the Judiciary, stated then that few
people know that during World War II
approximately 600,000 Italian Ameri-
cans in the United States were de-
prived of their civil liberties by govern-
ment measures that branded them
‘‘enemy aliens.’’ In fact, on December
7, 1941, hours after the Japanese attack
on Pearl Harbor, the FBI took into cus-
tody hundreds of Italian-American
resident aliens previously classified as
dangerous and shipped them to camps
where they were imprisoned until Italy
surrendered in 1943.

As so-called enemy aliens, Italian-
American resident aliens were required
to carry special identification booklets
at all times, and they were forced to
turn into the government such items
as shortwave radios, cameras, and
flashlights. Those suspected of retain-
ing these items had their homes raided
by FBI agents.

In California, about 52,000 Italian-
American resident aliens were sub-
jected to a curfew that confined them
to their homes between 8 p.m. and 6
a.m. and a travel restriction that pro-
hibited them from traveling further
than 5 miles from their homes. These
measures made it difficult, if not im-
possible, for some Italian Americans to
travel to their jobs, and thousands
were arrested for violations of these
and other restrictions.

Then, on February 24, 1942, 10,000
Italian-American resident aliens living
in California were ordered by the Fed-
eral Government to evacuate coastal
and military zones. Most of those had
to abandon their homes, some of whom
were taken away in wheelchairs and on
stretchers. Later in the fall of 1942,
about 25 Italian-American citizens
were ordered to evacuate these areas.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2442, the ‘‘Wartime
Violation of Italian American Civil
Liberties Act,’’ requires the Depart-
ment of Justice to conduct a com-
prehensive review of the Federal Gov-
ernment’s treatment of Italian Ameri-
cans during World War II and to submit
to the Congress a report that docu-
ments the findings of that review.

In addition, H.R. 2442 encourages
Federal agencies, including the Depart-
ment of Education and the National
Endowment for the Humanities, to sup-

port, among other things, conferences,
seminars, and lectures to heighten
awareness of the injustices committed
against Italian Americans.

The Senate amendments are mostly
technical in nature. The bill, as amend-
ed by the Senate, would leave it to the
Attorney General as opposed to the In-
spector General of the Justice Depart-
ment to conduct a comprehensive re-
view of the government’s treatment of
Italian Americans during World War II.
The House version of the bill directs
the President to acknowledge that
these events occurred, whereas the
Senate version provides that it is the
sense of Congress that the President
should fully acknowledge them.

Mr. Speaker, I support H.R. 2442 as
amended by the Senate and urge mem-
bers to vote in favor of H.R. 2442.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this important bipartisan measure
that acknowledges the indignities and
discriminations suffered by Italian
Americans during World War II. I
thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia for her leadership, particularly
on this very special day.

Of course, I will always remember
the vital role that America’s greatest
generation played in defeating the
threats to democracy and freedom
abroad during World War II. At the
same time, we must never forget that
in its zeal to defeat foreign tyrants, the
United States Government did a great
disservice to democracy by violating
the civil rights and civil liberties of
hundreds of thousands of Italian-born
immigrants here at home.

Simply because of their nationality,
Italian Americans were labeled ‘‘enemy
aliens.’’ More than 600,000 of these citi-
zens were forced to carry identification
cards, had their personal property
seized, and their freedom of travel re-
stricted. Tens of thousands of other
Italian Americans were forced from
their homes, placed under curfews, and
prohibited from entering coastal areas
of our country, and many others were
arrested and even interned in military
camps.

Unfortunately, most Americans
today are not even aware of this tragic
chapter in our history. This is why the
legislation is so important, because it
will allow a full airing of the story of
the treatment of Italian Americans
during World War II to be told. In tell-
ing the story, the legislation would re-
quire the Attorney General to conduct
a comprehensive review of the govern-
ment’s treatment of Italian Americans
that would identify by name those
Italian Americans who were innocent
victims of discrimination. They are the
grandparents, the parents, and cousins
of millions of Italian Americans in
America today.

We must learn from our history, even
when that history shows our national
government failed to uphold values un-
derpinning our democracy, so that we
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do not subject future generations of
Americans to senseless and unlawful
deprivations of their civil liberties in
the name of national security.

However, this legislation has another
important purpose. It also provides an
opportunity for the United States Gov-
ernment, through the President, to of-
ficially acknowledge that discrimina-
tion against Italian Americans during
World War II represented a funda-
mental injustice toward Italian Ameri-
cans. Such an acknowledgment will
follow other historic and important
acts of official contrition, such as
President Clinton’s official apology for
this Nation’s role in the African slave
trade and our treatment of Japanese
Americans during World War II.

Part of fulfilling the promise of our
democracy requires owning up to our
past. By passing this bill, we tell
Italian Americans and, by extension,
all Americans, that equality under the
law includes honesty about our his-
tory.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting this important
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. BOEH-
LERT).

(Mr. BOEHLERT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of the Wartime Violation of
Italian American Civil Liberties Act.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support for
H.R. 2442, the Wartime Violation of Italian
American Civil Liberties Act. This bill is one
that is very important to me, my constituents,
and Italian-Americans across the nation. I
want to thank my good friend, RICK LAZIO, for
introducing this bill, along with Congressman
ENGEL.

Much has been written about the internment
of 100,000 Japanese-Americans during World
War II, but the injustices suffered by Italian-
Americans are less well known. During World
War II, approximately 600,000 Italian-born im-
migrants in the United States were branded
‘‘enemy aliens’’ by the federal government.
While thousands of Italian-Americans were
fighting for our country in Europe and the Pa-
cific, Italian-Americans who were deemed
‘‘enemy aliens’’ were losing their homes, jobs
and businesses. Entire Italian-American com-
munities on the West Coast were evacuated.
Yet fifty years later, theirs is a largely untold
story.

H.R. 2442 will require the Department of
Justice to conduct an extensive study on the
treatment of Italian-Americans in the United
States during World War II, and encourage
educational projects to heighten public aware-
ness, and it calls on the President to formally
acknowledge this shameful episode in our na-
tion’s history.

Such an acknowledgment is long overdue. It
is high time that our nation recognize the
enormous contributions of Italian-Americans
and the discrimination and loss of basic rights
that many of them faced.

Doing so will not only help make amends to
the specific individuals who suffered, but it will

strengthen the fabric of American society
which is damaged whenever one segment of
the American people is cut off and subjected
to discrimination.

I urge my colleagues to support Mr. LAZIO’s
bill.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I first want to
thank the Chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, Mr. HYDE, and the Ranking Member,
Mr. CONYERS, for their efforts in bringing HR
2442 to the floor again today. With the recent
passage of the Wartime Violation of Italian
American Civil Liberties Act in the Senate, I
look forward to sending this bill to the Presi-
dent. I have worked on this legislation with
may colleague from New York, Mr. LAZIO, and
I am proud to be here today to express my
support for its passage.

On December 7, 1941, the Japanese
bombed Pearl Harbor, and the United States
entered World War II. What has been over-
looked since that day is the fact that many
Italian Americans suddenly became ‘‘enemy
aliens’’. Loyal Italian American patriots who
had fought alongside the United States Armed
Forces in World War I, mothers and fathers of
U.S. troops, even women and children were
suspected of being dangerous and subversive.
With this new enemy alien status, Italians
were subjected to strict curfew regulations,
forced to carry photo ID’s and could not travel
further than a 5 mile radius from their homes
without prior approval. Furthermore, many
Italian fishermen were forbidden from using
their boats in prohibited zones. Since fishing
was the only means of income for many fami-
lies, households were torn apart or completely
relocated as alternative sources of income
were sought.

It is difficult to believe that over 10,000
Italians deemed enemy aliens were forcibly
evacuated from their homes and over 52,000
were subject to strict curfew regulations. Iron-
ically, over 500,000 Italians were serving in
the United States Armed Forces fighting to
protect the liberties of all Americans, while
many of their family members had their basic
freedoms revoked.

Whe we first started working on this legisla-
tion we had vague accounts of mostly anony-
mous Italians who were subjected to these
civil liberties abuses. However, throughout this
process we have come in contact with many
Italians who experienced the internment ordeal
first hand. Dominic DiMaggio testified at a Ju-
diciary Committee hearing about his dismay
when he returned from the war to find that his
mother and father were enemy aliens. Doris
Pinza, wife of international opera star Ezio
Pinza, also testified at the hearing about her
husband who was only weeks away from ob-
taining U.S. citizenship when he was classified
as an enemy alien and detained at Ellis Is-
land. It still saddens me to think that Ellis Is-
land, the world renowned symbol of freedom
and democracy, was used as a holding cell for
Italians. There is even documented evidence
of Italians being interned in camps at Mis-
soula, Montana.

Mr. Speaker, we must ensure that these ter-
rible events will never be perpetrated again.
We must safeguard the individual rights of all
Americans from arbitrary persecution or no
American will ever be secure. The least our
government can do is try to right these terrible
wrongs by acknowledging that these events
did occur. While we cannot erase the mistakes
of the past, we must try to learn from them in

order to ensure that we never subject anyone
to the same injustices.

The Wartime Violation of Italian American
Civil Liberties Act calls for the Department of
Justice to publish a report detailing the unjust
policies of the government during this time pe-
riod. Essential to the report will be a study ex-
amining ways to safeguard individual rights
during national emergencies.

Mr. Speaker, we owe it to the Italian Amer-
ican community, especially those who endured
these abuses, to recognize the injustices of
the past. Documentation and education about
the suffering of all groups of Americans who
face persecution is important in order to en-
sure that no group’s civil liberties are ever vio-
lated again. I am pleased to support this legis-
lation and urge its swift passage.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I want to congratu-
late Congressman RICK LAZIO for bringing this
bill to our national attention. I was shocked
when I first heard of these abuses against one
of the most loyal segments of our society. This
secret story, this secret history of wartime re-
strictions on Italian Americans living in the
United States has been hidden from the Amer-
ican history books. I first learned of this situa-
tion when Anthony La Piana, a constituent
from my district, came to visit me last year
and told me of the events after the bombing
of Pearl Harbor and how the FBI took hun-
dreds of Italian American resident aliens and
sent them to camps for the duration of the
war. I wondered how many people have never
heard of these terrible abuses. This bill does
not put the question of reparations or looking
for money or anything like that before us. It is
simply a matter of the truth has been ob-
scured and it ought not be obscured. The truth
has to be told.

During the war, Italian American resident
aliens were forced to carry special photo-iden-
tification booklets at all times, and required to
turn over to the government any shortwave ra-
dios, cameras or flashlights. During this time
in California, approximately 52,000 Italian
American resident aliens were subject to cur-
fews and travel restrictions that made it dif-
ficult, if not impossible to travel to their jobs.
In February 1942, thousands were ordered
evacuated by the government from coastal
and military zones.

One of the witnesses before the House Ju-
diciary Committee, Professor Lawrence
DiStasi, Executive Director, Order Sons of
Italy in America, initiated the process of edu-
cating the country about this unspoken chap-
ter of American history. He was instrumental
in the early 1990’s by working with the Amer-
ican Italian Historical Association’s Western
Regional Chapter to create a touring exhibit ti-
tled, ‘‘Una Storia Segreta,’’ (the words in
Italian mean both ‘‘a secret story’’ and ‘‘a se-
cret history’’). This touring educational exhibit,
which also has an Internet web site, displays
collected photographs, artifacts, letters written
by victims, family belongings, posters, memo-
rabilia, and papers. These items provide tan-
gible documentation of the treatment of Italian
Americans who endured the confusion, indig-
nity, and losses of World War II, for the most
part, in silence. I urge you to support H.R.
2442, as amended by the Senate, and urge
Members to vote in favor of this bill.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, as an original
cosponsor of the bill, I am pleased to rise as
an original cosponsor of the Wartime Violation
of Italian American Civil Liberties Act.
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H.R. 2442 will officially acknowledge the de-

nial of human rights and freedoms of Italian
Americans during World War II by the United
States government. While many Americans
know the sad history of our nation’s treatment
of Japanese-Americans following Pearl Harbor
and our entry into World War II, remarkably
few Americans know that shortly after that at-
tack, the attention and concern of the U.S.
government was similarly focused on Italian-
Americans. More than 600,000 Italian Ameri-
cans were determined to be enemy aliens by
their own government. More than 10,000 were
forcibly evicted from their homes, 52,000 were
subject to strict curfew regulations, and hun-
dreds were shipped to internment camps.
Constitutional guarantees of due process were
unrecognized.

Although they had family members whose
basic rights had been revoked, more than a
half million Italian Americans served this na-
tion with honor and valor to defeat fascism
during World War II. Thousands made the ulti-
mate sacrifice.

The Wartime Violation of Italian American
Civil Liberties Act directs the Department of
Justice to prepare a comprehensive report de-
tailing the unjust policies against Italian Ameri-
cans during this period of American history. It
is vital to the foundations of our democratic
governance that the people be fully informed
of these devastating actions. This legislation
recognizes the thousands of innocent victims,
and honors those who suffered. In a country
that so cherishes its equality, we must recog-
nize and atone for the mistakes of our past.

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
BONO) that the House suspend the rules
and concur in the Senate amendments
to the bill, H.R. 2442.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendments were concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION
BOARD ADMINISTRATIVE DIS-
PUTE RESOLUTION ACT OF 2000

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3312) to clarify the Administra-
tive Dispute Resolution Act of 1996 to
authorize the Merit Systems Protec-
tion Board to establish under such Act
a 3-year pilot program that will pro-
vide a voluntary early intervention al-
ternative dispute resolution process to
assist Federal agencies and employees
in resolving certain personnel actions
and disputes in administrative pro-
grams, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 3312

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Merit Sys-
tems Protection Board Administrative Dis-
pute Resolution Act of 2000’’.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.
The Congress finds the following:
(1) Workplace disputes waste resources of

the Federal Government, take up too much
time, and deflect managers and employees
from their primary job functions.

(2) The Merit Systems Protection Board
(hereafter in this Act referred to as the
‘‘Board’’) has already taken steps to encour-
age agency use of ADR before appeals are
filed with the Board, including extending the
regulatory time limit for filing appeals when
the parties agree to try ADR, but high levels
of litigation continue.

(3) The Board’s administrative judges, who
decide appeals from personnel actions by
Federal agencies, find that by the time cases
are formally filed with the Board, the posi-
tions of the parties have hardened, commu-
nication between the parties is difficult and
often antagonistic, and the parties are not
amenable to open discussion of alternatives
to litigation.

(4) Early intervention by an outside neu-
tral, after the first notice of a proposed ac-
tion by an agency but before an appeal is
filed with the Board, will allow the parties to
explore settlement outside the adversarial
context. However, without the encourage-
ment of a neutral provided without cost,
agencies are reluctant to support an early
intervention ADR program.

(5) A short-term pilot program allowing
the Board, upon the joint request of the par-
ties, to intervene early in a personnel dis-
pute is an effective means to test whether
ADR at that stage can resolve disputes, limit
appeals to the Board, and reduce time and
money expended in such matters.

(6) The Board is well equipped to conduct a
voluntary early intervention pilot program
testing the efficacy of ADR at the initial
stages of a personnel dispute. The Board can
provide neutrals who are already well versed
in both ADR techniques and personnel law.
The Board handles a diverse workload in-
cluding removals, suspensions for more than
14 days, and other adverse actions, the reso-
lution of which entails complex legal and
factual questions.
SEC. 3. MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD AL-

TERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION
PILOT PROGRAM.

(a) AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 5 OF TITLE 5.—
Chapter 5 of title 5, United States Code, is
amended by adding immediately after sec-
tion 584 the following:
‘‘§ 585. Establishment of voluntary early inter-

vention alternative dispute resolution pilot
program for Federal personnel disputes
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(1) The Board is authorized under section

572 to establish a 3-year pilot program to
provide Federal employees and agencies with
voluntary early intervention alternative dis-
pute resolution (in this section referred to as
‘ADR’) processes to apply to certain per-
sonnel disputes. The Board shall provide
ADR services, upon joint request of the par-
ties, in matters involving removals, suspen-
sions for more than 14 days, other adverse
actions under section 7512, and removals and
other actions based on unacceptable per-
formance under section 4303.

‘‘(2) The Board shall test and evaluate a
variety of ADR techniques, which may
include—

‘‘(A) mediation conducted by private
neutrals, Board staff, or neutrals from appro-
priate Federal agencies other than the
Board;

‘‘(B) mediation through use of neutrals
agreed upon by the parties and credentialed
under subsection (c)(5); and

‘‘(C) non-binding arbitration.
‘‘(b) EARLY INTERVENTION ADR.—
‘‘(1) AUTHORITY.—The Board is authorized

to establish an early intervention ADR proc-

ess, which the agency involved and employee
may jointly request, after an agency has
issued a notice letter of a proposed action to
an employee under section 4303 or 7513 but
before an appeal is filed with the Board.

‘‘(2) NOTICE IN PERSONNEL DISPUTES.—Dur-
ing the term of the pilot program, an agency
shall, in the notice letter of a proposed per-
sonnel action under section 4303 or 7513—

‘‘(A) advise the employee that early inter-
vention ADR is available from the neutral
Board, subject to the standards developed
pursuant to subsection (c)(1)(A), and that the
agency and employee may jointly request it;
and

‘‘(B) provide a description of the program,
including the standards developed pursuant
to subsection (c)(1)(A).

‘‘(3) REQUEST.—Any agency and employee
may seek early intervention ADR from the
Board by filing a joint request with the
Board pursuant to the program standards
adopted under subsection (c)(1)(A). All per-
sonnel dispute matters appealable to the
Board under section 4303 or 7513 shall be eli-
gible for early intervention ADR, upon joint
request of the parties, unless the Board de-
termines that the matter is not appropriate
for the program subject to any applicable
collective bargaining agreement established
under chapter 71.

‘‘(4) CONFIDENTIALITY AND WITHDRAWAL.—
The consent of an agency or an employee
with respect to an early intervention ADR
process is confidential and shall not be dis-
closed in any subsequent proceeding. Either
party may withdraw from the ADR process
at any time.

‘‘(5) ANCILLARY MATTER.—In any personnel
dispute accepted by the Board for the ADR
pilot program authorized by this section, the
Board may attempt to resolve any ancillary
matter which the Board would be authorized
to decide if the personnel action were ef-
fected under section 4303 or 7513, including—

‘‘(A) a claim of discrimination as described
in section 7702(a)(1)(B);

‘‘(B) a prohibited personnel practice claim
as described in section 2302(b); or

‘‘(C) a claim that the agency’s action is or
would be, if effected, not in accordance with
law.

‘‘(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—
‘‘(1) PROGRAM DUTIES.—In carrying out the

program under this section, the Board
shall—

‘‘(A) develop and prescribe standards for
selecting and handling cases in which ADR
has been requested and is to be used;

‘‘(B) take such actions as may be necessary
upon joint request of the parties, including
waiver of all statutory, regulatory, or Board
imposed adjudicatory time frames; and

‘‘(C) establish a time target within which
it intends to complete the ADR process.

‘‘(2) EXTENSION.—The Board, upon the joint
request of the parties, may extend the time
period as it finds appropriate.

‘‘(3) ADVOCACY AND OUTREACH.—The Board
shall conduct briefings and other outreach,
on a non-reimbursable basis, aimed at in-
creasing awareness and understanding of the
ADR program on the part of the Federal
workforce—including executives, managers,
and other employees.

‘‘(4) RECRUITMENT.—The Chairman of the
Board may contract on a reimbursable basis
with officials from other Federal agencies
and contract with other contractors or tem-
porary staff to carry out the provisions of
this section.

‘‘(5) TRAINING AND CREDENTIALLING OF
NEUTRALS.—The Board shall develop a train-
ing and credentialing program to ensure that
all individuals selected by the Board to serve
as program neutrals have a sufficient under-
standing of the issues that arise before the
Board and are sufficiently skilled in the
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practice of meditation or any other relevant
form of ADR.

‘‘(6) REGULATIONS.—The Board is author-
ized to prescribe such regulations as may be
necessary to implement the ADR program
established by this section.

‘‘(d) EVALUATION.—
‘‘(1) CRITERIA.—The Board’s Office of Pol-

icy and Evaluation shall establish criteria
for evaluating the ADR pilot program and
prepare a report containing findings and rec-
ommendations as to whether voluntary early
intervention ADR is desirable, effective, and
appropriate for cases subject to section 4303
or 7513.

‘‘(2) REPORT CONTENT.—The report, subject
to subsection (b)(4) and section 574, shall
include—

‘‘(A) the number of cases subject to the
ADR program, the agencies involved, the re-
sults, and the resources expended;

‘‘(B) a comprehensive analysis of the effec-
tiveness of the program, including associated
resource and time savings (if any), and the
effect on the Board’s caseload and average
case processing time;

‘‘(C) a survey of customer satisfaction; and
‘‘(D) a recommendation regarding the de-

sirability of extending the ADR program be-
yond the prescribed expiration date and any
recommended changes.
The recommendation under subparagraph (D)
shall discuss the relationship between the
Board’s pilot ADR program and those work-
place ADR programs conducted by other
Federal agencies.

‘‘(3) REPORT DATE.—The report shall be
submitted to the President and the Congress
180 days before the close of the ADR pilot
program.’’.

(b) APPROPRIATIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of car-

rying out the ADR pilot program established
by this section, there are authorized to be
appropriated such sums as may be necessary
for each of the 3 fiscal years beginning after
the date of enactment of this Act.

(2) NO REDUCTIONS.—The authorization of
appropriations by paragraph (1) shall not
have the effect of reducing any funds appro-
priated for the Board for the purpose of car-
rying out its statutory mission under section
1204.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) shall take effect no
later than the close of the 60th day after the
enactment of appropriations authorized by
subsection (b)(1) and shall remain in effect
for 3 years from the effective date.

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for subchapter IV of chapter 5 of
title 5, United States Code, is amended by
adding after the item relating to section 584
the following new item:
‘‘585. Establishment of voluntary early inter-

vention alternative dispute res-
olution pilot program for Fed-
eral personnel disputes.’’.

SEC. 4. MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD AD-
MINISTRATIVE JUDGES.

(a) AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 53 OF TITLE 5.—
Chapter 53 of title 5, United States Code, is
amended by adding immediately after sec-
tion 5372a the following:
‘‘§ 5372b. Merit Systems Protection Board ad-

ministrative judges
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this

section—
‘‘(1) the term ‘administrative judge (AJ)’

means an employee of the Merit Systems
Protection Board appointed to an adminis-
trative judge position and paid under the
MSPB Administrative Judge Schedule estab-
lished by subsection (b); and

‘‘(2) the term ‘administrative judge (GS)’
means an employee of the Merit Systems
Protection Board appointed to an adminis-

trative judge position and paid under the
General Schedule described in section 5332 of
this title.

‘‘(b) IN GENERAL.—There is established the
MSPB Administrative Judge Pay Schedule
which shall have 4 levels of pay, designated
as AJ–1, AJ–2, AJ–3, and AJ–4. Each adminis-
trative judge (AJ) shall be paid at one of
those levels in accordance with subsection
(c).

‘‘(c) RATES OF PAY.—
‘‘(1) BASIC PAY.—The rates of basic pay for

the levels of the MSPB Administrative Judge
Pay Schedule established by subsection (b)
shall be as follows:

‘‘(A) AJ–1: 70 percent of the next to highest
rate of basic pay for the Senior Executive
Service.

‘‘(B) AJ–2: 80 percent of the next to highest
rate of basic pay for the Senior Executive
Service.

‘‘(C) AJ–3: 90 percent of the next to highest
rate of basic pay for the Senior Executive
Service.

‘‘(D) AJ–4: 92 percent of the next to highest
rate of basic pay for the Senior Executive
Service.

‘‘(2) LOCALITY PAY.—Locality pay as pro-
vided by section 5304 shall be applied to the
basic pay for administrative judges (AJ) paid
under the MSPB Administrative Judge Pay
Schedule.

‘‘(d) APPOINTMENT AND ADVANCEMENT.—
‘‘(1) INITIAL APPOINTMENT.—Except as pro-

vided in paragraph (5), an initial appoint-
ment of an administrative judge (AJ) to the
AJ pay schedule shall be at the AJ–1 level.

‘‘(2) CONVERSION TO MSPB ADMINISTRATIVE
JUDGE PAY SCHEDULE.—An administrative
judge (GS) who is serving as of the effective
date of this section shall be eligible for con-
version to the MSPB Administrative Judge
Pay Schedule and appointment as an admin-
istrative judge (AJ) in accordance with sub-
paragraph (A), (B), or (C) below:

‘‘(A) If the administrative judge (GS) occu-
pies a position at the grade 15 level of the
General Schedule and has served for 3 or
more years as of the effective date of this
section, the judge shall be converted to the
MSPB Administrative Judge Pay Schedule
and appointed as an administrative judge
(AJ) on the effective date of this section so
long as the judge’s last 3 performance ap-
praisals of record are at the ‘exceeds fully
successful’ level or higher. An administra-
tive judge (AJ) so converted shall be placed
in the appropriate pay level prescribed in
paragraph (3), based on the amount of time
the administrative judge (AJ) has served as
an administrative judge (GS).

‘‘(B) If the administrative judge (GS) occu-
pies a position at the grade 15 level of the
General Schedule and has served for less
than 3 years as of the effective date of this
section, the judge shall be converted to the
MSPB Administrative Judge Pay Schedule
and appointed as an administrative judge
(AJ) on the date the judge completes 3 years
of service at the grade 15 level so long as the
judge’s overall performance appraisal ratings
for the 3-year period are at the ‘exceeds fully
successful’ level or higher.

‘‘(C) If the administrative judge (GS) occu-
pies a position at a level below grade 15 of
the General Schedule on the effective date of
this section and is subsequently advanced to
grade 15 of the General Schedule, the judge
shall, after serving for 3 years at the grade 15
level, be converted to the MSPB Administra-
tive Judge Pay Schedule and appointed as an
administrative judge (AJ) so long as the
judge’s overall performance appraisal ratings
for the 3-year period at the grade 15 level are
at the ‘exceeds fully successful’ level or
higher.

‘‘(3) ADVANCEMENT.—An administrative
judge (AJ) shall be advanced to the AJ–2 pay

level upon completion of 104 weeks of service
with an appraisal rating for such weeks at
the ‘exceeds fully successful’ level or higher,
to the AJ–3 pay level upon completion of 104
weeks of service at the next lower level with
an appraisal rating for such weeks at the ‘ex-
ceeds fully successful’ level or higher, and to
the AJ–4 pay level upon completion of 52
weeks of service at the next lower level so
long as the judge’s overall performance ap-
praisal ratings for the period are at the ‘ex-
ceeds fully successful’ level or higher.

‘‘(4) REVIEW BOARD.—If at any time the
MSPB establishes a pass-fail or other per-
formance appraisal system that does not in-
clude an overall performance appraisal rat-
ing of ‘exceeds fully successful’, upon com-
pletion of the applicable qualifying time-in-
service requirement and receipt of a ‘pass’ or
equivalent performance appraisal rating for
the 3 most recent rating periods, an adminis-
trative judge (AJ) shall be eligible for con-
sideration to advancement to the next pay
level subject to the approval of a review
board made up of senior MSPB officials, as
designated by the Chairman.

‘‘(5) EXCEPTIONS.—
‘‘(A) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), the

Chairman of the Merit Systems Protection
Board may provide for initial appointment of
an administrative judge (AJ) at a level high-
er than AJ–1 under such circumstances as
the Chairman may determine appropriate.

‘‘(B) Notwithstanding paragraph (2), the
Chairman of the Merit Systems Protection
Board may, in exceptional cases, provide for
the conversion of an administrative judge
(GS) to the MSPB Administrative Judge Pay
Schedule under such circumstances as the
Chairman may determine appropriate.’’.

(b) TRANSITION PROVISIONS.—
(1) LIMITATION ON PAY INCREASES.—Not-

withstanding the rates of basic pay pre-
scribed under section 5372b(c) of title 5,
United States Code, as added by subsection
(a), the Chairman of the Merit Systems Pro-
tection Board may, on the effective date of
this section and each year for a period of 7
years thereafter, limit the pay increase for
each administrative judge (AJ) to an adjust-
ment equal to—

(A) the percentage pay adjustment re-
ceived by members of the Senior Executive
Service under section 5382(c) of this title, if
any;

(B) locality pay under section 5304; and
(C) an additional $3,000.

The Senior Executive Service percentage pay
adjustment, if any, shall be included in basic
pay. Annual adjustments in pay after the ef-
fective date of this section will be made on
the first day of the first pay period of each
calendar year. The limitation on pay in-
creases under this subsection may continue
during the time period prescribed by this
subsection until such time as the pay of each
administrative judge (AJ) reaches the appro-
priate rate of basic pay under section
5372b(c) of title 5, United States Code, as
added by subsection (a). The Chairman may
waive any limitation on pay under this sub-
section in the case of an administrative
judge (AJ) serving as a chief administrative
judge.

(2) PAY IN RELATION TO GRADE 15 OF THE
GENERAL SCHEDULE.—In no case shall an ad-
ministrative judge (AJ) who is converted in
accordance with section 5372b(d)(2) of title 5,
United States Code, or whose pay increase in
any year is limited under paragraph (1), be
paid after the effective date of this section
at a rate that is less than the administrative
judge’s (AJ) rate of pay would have been had
the administrative judge (AJ) remained as
an administrative judge (GS) occupying the
grade 15 level of the General Schedule.

(3) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this
subsection—
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(A) the term ‘‘administrative judge (AJ)’’

means an employee of the Merit Systems
Protection Board appointed to an adminis-
trative judge position and paid under the
MSPB Administrative Judge Pay Schedule
established by the amendment made by sub-
section (a); and

(B) the term ‘‘administrative judge (GS)’’
means an employee of the Merit Systems
Protection Board appointed to an adminis-
trative judge position and paid under the
General Schedule described in section 5332 of
title 5, United States Code.

(c) APPROPRIATIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be

appropriated such sums as are necessary for
the purpose of carrying out this section.

(2) NO REDUCTION.—The authorization of
appropriations by paragraph (1) shall not
have the effect of reducing any funds appro-
priated for the Board for the purpose of car-
rying out its statutory mission under section
1204 of title 5, United States Code.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall
take effect on the first day of the first pay
period of the calendar year immediately fol-
lowing the date of enactment of appropria-
tions authorized by subsection (c)(1).

(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for subchapter VII of chapter 53 of
title 5, United States Code, is amended by
adding after the item relating to section
5372a the following new item:
‘‘5372b. Merit Systems Protection Board ad-

ministrative judges.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. BONO) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. BONO).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.
Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
The Committee on the Judiciary has

reported H.R. 3312, a bill to establish a
pilot, 3-year, early intervention alter-
native dispute resolution program at
the Merit Systems Protection Board.
Support for ADR enjoys a rare con-
sensus among those knowledgeable
with formal litigation and administra-
tive dispute processes. Resulting sav-
ings redound to the benefit of those in-
volved and are, more broadly, to the
taxpayers at large.

The MSPB is an independent adju-
dicatory body that hears appeals from
Federal agency personnel disputes.
MSPB judges hear a broad range of
complex personnel cases that affect
thousands of Federal employees and
the agencies for which they work. Over
the last decade, MSPB judges have seen
their jurisdictions steadily increase
without a corresponding increase in re-
sources. Last year, the board handled
nearly 8,000 cases with a staff of only 71
administrative judges. H.R. 3312, as
amended, would help reduce this case-

load by encouraging Federal agencies
and employees to explore alternatives
to costly litigation before the board.

Until 1990, MSPB judges received
compensation equivalent to that pro-
vided Immigration, Social Security
and Administrative Law judges. Since
1990, however, the wage disparity be-
tween MSPB judges and other adminis-
trative judges has detrimentally af-
fected the board’s ability to attract
and retain top judges. Over the last 4
years alone, the board has lost nearly
20 percent of its judges to other adju-
dicatory agencies.

The conference report to the 1999 Om-
nibus Appropriations Act recognized
the need to accord pay equity to
MSPB, Immigration and Administra-
tive Law judges. Last year, H.R. 2946
was introduced to address this inequal-
ity. Like H.R. 2946, H.R. 3312, as amend-
ed, restores a measure of fairness to
MSPB judge compensation vis-a-vis
Immigration, Social Security and Ad-
ministrative Law judges. H.R. 3312, as
amended, is notable for the spirit of bi-
partisan cooperation that has sur-
rounded its consideration. It enjoys the
support of the Merit Systems Protec-
tion Board, Department of Justice,
Federal Mediation and Conciliation
Service, and Federal employees. The
Committee on the Judiciary and Sub-
committee on Commercial and Admin-
istrative Law, which is chaired by the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
GEKAS), unanimously reported the bill.
Finally, the distinguished chairman of
the Committee on Government Reform,
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BUR-
TON), to whose committee H.R. 3312 was
referred, has waived jurisdiction and
indicated there is no objection to ei-
ther H.R. 3312 or the provisions of H.R.
2946, also referred to the Committee on
Government Reform.

Mr. Speaker, I enclose for the
RECORD the letters of exchange con-
cerning committee jurisdiction be-
tween the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BURTON) and the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE).

Passage of H.R. 3312, as amended, will
help combat debilitating MSPB attri-
tion rates and further reduce costs to
taxpayers by ensuring the retention of
an experienced cadre of board judges to
effectively implement the pilot pro-
gram. Support for H.R. 3312, as amend-
ed, is broad and its advantages are
clear. I urge support for this bill.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,

Washington, DC, October 3, 2000.
Hon. DAN BURTON,
Chairman, Committee on Government Reform,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The Committee on
the Judiciary favorably reported H.R. 3312 on
September 20, 2000 and has requested to have
it considered under suspension of the rules
before the end of the session. The bill au-
thorizes the Merit Systems Protection Board
(MSPB) to conduct an alternative dispute
resolution pilot program. Legislation (H.R.
2946) was earlier introduced by Mr. Gekas,
Chairman of the Subcommittee on Commer-
cial and Administrative Law, to establish
such a program, but his measure contained

additional language establishing an adminis-
trative judge pay schedule for administra-
tive judges employed by the MSPB. Because
this additional language contains a matter
within the Rule X jurisdiction of your com-
mittee, the bill was referred to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

As we understand it, there is no objection
by your committee to the matter proposed
by that language, but action on it cannot be
expected because of the lateness of the ses-
sion. Recognizing your Rule X jurisdiction
over the matter, we would therefore request
that you waive that jurisdiction so that the
matter can be considered by the House to-
gether with H.R. 3312.

Sincerely,
HENRY J. HYDE,

Chairman.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM,

Washington, DC, October 17, 2000.
Hon. HENRY J. HYDE,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 3312, which the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary has ordered re-
ported, and H.R. 2946, legislation that would,
among other things, establish a new pay
scale for administrative judges at the Merit
Systems Protection Board. Both of these
measures fall within the jurisdiction of the
Committee on Government Reform under
House Rule X, and I appreciate the close co-
operation your staff has provided mine with
respect to both bills.

We do not object to either the reported
version of H.R. 3312. I understand that you
wish to include in a manager’s amendment
to H.R. 3312 the pay language that has been
agreed to by the Civil Service Sub-
committee. We also have no objection to
that language. Accordingly, in order to expe-
dite floor consideration of this measure, we
will not exercise our jurisdiction over either
H.R. 3312 or the pay provisions that will be
included in the manager’s amendment.

Our decision not to exercise our jurisdic-
tion over this measure is not intended or de-
signed to waive or limit our jurisdiction over
any future consideration of related matters.

Sincerely,
DAN BURTON,

Chairman.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. BAIRD) be per-
mitted to manage the time allocated to
this side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.
Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.

3312, the Merit System Protection
Board Administrative Dispute Resolu-
tion Act of 1999.

b 1515
This bipartisan legislation would es-

tablish a 3-year alternative dispute res-
olution pilot program. Under the terms
of the bill, Federal agencies and em-
ployees would be given assistance in
voluntarily resolving personnel action
and disputes in administrative agencies
through mediation, arbitration and
mini trials or combinations of these
procedures.
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Although formal hearings and litiga-

tion are available to both Federal
agencies and employees, these methods
are often expensive and lengthy. By
contrast, the voluntary dispute resolu-
tion process offers a potentially less
costly alternative system that can en-
courage examine compromise and set-
tlement. Under the legislation, matters
such as removals, suspensions, reduc-
tion in pay and pay grade, furlough and
performance actions may all be ad-
dressed outside the formal court sys-
tem.

This legislation would not replace
litigation but simply offer a voluntary
early intervention program. It is the
intent of the legislation to provide
ADR on a voluntary basis and not com-
promise or modify contractual or col-
lective bargaining rights of Federal
employees.

This bipartisan bill is an excellent
example of a method that will relieve
the burdened legal system of matters
that may be more easily and more ef-
fectively resolved using a nonadver-
sarial approach.

I would also note that, under the
manager’s amendment, administrative
judges of the Merit Systems Protection
Board will receive an increase in com-
pensation to account for their ex-
panded duties under this bill. This is
designed to help ensure that we can re-
cruit and retain these highly qualified
judicial officials.

I strongly support H.R. 3312 and urge
my fellow Members to vote yes on this
legislation.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today in support of HR 3312, the Merit
Systems Protection Board Administrative Dis-
pute Resolution Act of 2000. The bill rightly
enjoys bipartisan support and my colleagues
should be commended for reaching consensus
on this issue.

HR 3312 would authorize the Merits Sys-
tems Protection Board to establish a 3-year
pilot program that provides voluntary early
intervention alternative disputes resolution
(ADR) to assist federal agencies and employ-
ees in resolving certain personnel actions and
disputes. The bill represents an important step
forward in identifying innovative ways to re-
solve disputes that would be better kept out-
side the domain of the courts.

The Merit Systems Protection Board (‘‘the
Board’’) is an independent adjudicatory agen-
cy established by the Civil Service Reform Act
of 1978. It has served the nation well. Since
its inception, the Board has heard tens of
thousands of cases while providing federal
employees with an impartial forum for resolv-
ing their employment disputes with federal
agencies.

Nevertheless, the expanded responsibilities
and heavy caseload of the Board is taking a
toll. Congress has expanded the jurisdiction of
the Board without a requisite level of judicial
resources. In 1999, the Board’s 71 administra-
tive judges heard nearly 8,000 appeals, or 100
decisions each.

Alternative dispute resolution such as arbi-
tration, facilitation, mini-trials are all used vol-
untarily to resolve significant issues in con-
troversy. HR 3312 appropriately focuses on
encouraging the agency and employee in a

dispute to resolve disputes without litigation.
The covered disputes include removal, a sus-
pension of more than 14 days, a reduction in
pay grade, a furlough of 30 days or less, and
an action passed on unacceptable perform-
ance. According to the Findings and Purposes
of HR 3312, ADR would be more successful
if it were utilized earlier in the process. Vol-
untary early intervention is, of course, a sen-
sible solution.

I share my colleagues enthusiasm for the
changes made during a subcommittee markup
of the bill; I supported the bill once when it
reached the full committee. I am pleased that
the changes to HR 3312 clarified the bill’s vol-
untariness provisions. To accomplish this, the
amendment makes absolutely clear that the
parties in a dispute can only be subject to
early intervention ADR by the Merit System
Protection Board upon their joint request. As
introduced, the bill required that the notice let-
ter in personnel disputes advise the employ-
ees as the availability of ADR. The substitute
supplements the bill’s notice letter requirement
to include a description of this pilot program
and of standards the Board will use to select
from among eligible cases. In addition, it is
noteworthy that the amendment clarifies the
bill’s language regarding arbitration to make
clear that it would be non-binding.

Indeed, to further emphasize the voluntary
nature of the early intervention ADR offer by
the Board under the bill, the substitute added
the words ‘‘upon joint request of parties’’ or
some variant. As a result of these changes,
the only cases eligible for early intervention
ADR by the Board are those which both agen-
cy and the employee request jointly.

Additionally, the original version of H.R.
3312 compels an agency to advise an em-
ployee as the availability of early intervention
ADR in the notice letter of proposed personnel
action. The substitute expanded this require-
ment to include (a) a description of this pro-
gram and (b) a description of the standards
the Board must develop for selecting and han-
dling cases. This will clarify the two step proc-
ess a dispute must entertain before early inter-
vention ADR. First, the parties jointly request
ADR from the Board. Then, the Board deter-
mines whether or not the matter is ‘‘appro-
priate for the program.’’ These are welcome
improvements to the ADR process.

The bill further stipulates that the Board’s
acceptance of a case for ADR must be subject
to any applicable collective bargaining agree-
ment. We can never overestimate the impor-
tance of collective bargaining agreements—
and the bill reinforces the importance of safe-
guarding this matter.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this measure to make the voluntary na-
ture of the ADR process more accessible and
perhaps more efficient to potential litigants.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HANSEN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. BONO) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
3312, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read:

‘‘A bill to clarify the Administrative Dis-
pute Resolution Act of 1996 to authorize the
Merit Systems Protection Board to establish
under such Act a 3-year pilot program that
will provide a voluntary early intervention
alternative dispute resolution process to as-
sist Federal agencies and employees in re-
solving certain personnel actions.’’

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

VESSEL WORKER TAX FAIRNESS
ACT

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 893) to amend title 46, United
States Code, to provide equitable treat-
ment with respect to State and local
income taxes for certain individuals
who perform duties on vessels.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 893

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. AMENDMENT OF CHAPTER 111 OF

TITLE 46, UNITED STATES CODE.
Section 11108 of title 46, United States

Code, is amended—
(1) by inserting ‘‘(a) WITHHOLDING.—’’ be-

fore ‘‘WAGES’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(b) LIABILITY.—
‘‘(1) LIMITATION ON JURISDICTION TO TAX.—

An individual to whom this subsection ap-
plies is not subject to the income tax laws of
a State or political subdivision of a State,
other than the State and political subdivi-
sion in which the individual resides, with re-
spect to compensation for the performance
of duties described in paragraph (2).

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—This subsection applies
to an individual—

‘‘(A) engaged on a vessel to perform as-
signed duties in more than one State as a
pilot licensed under section 7101 of this title
or licensed or authorized under the laws of a
State; or

‘‘(B) who performs regularly-assigned du-
ties while engaged as a master, officer, or
crewman on a vessel operating on the navi-
gable waters of more than one State.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. BONO) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. BONO).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on S. 893.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.
Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, the right of States to

tax economic activities within their
borders is a key feature of federalism
rooted in the Constitution and long
recognized by Congress. State taxing
power is not absolute, however, and
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Congress and the courts protect resi-
dents from State taxes that discrimi-
nate against nonresidents and unduly
burden interstate commerce.

Interstate transportation workers de-
rive their income in multiple States in
the course of regularly assigned duties.
Through a patchwork of legislation
spanning nearly three decades, Con-
gress has exempted interstate rail,
motor, and air carriers from having to
pay income taxes in more than one
State by making the income of these
workers taxable only in the worker’s
State of residence. While these workers
have escaped the onerous burden of
multiple taxation, Congress has failed
to provide similar relief to interstate
water workers.

Under current law, interstate water
workers may be taxed in both their
State of residence and in any State in
which they derive 50 percent or more of
their income. This taxing requirement
has had an acute impact on waterway
workers who reside in Washington but
work along the Columbia River in the
Pacific Northwest.

Recently, Oregon taxing authorities
have presented these workers with
staggering tax bills for income they
claim was derived in Oregon while
working on the Columbia River, which
separates Washington from Oregon. In
response to this problem, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD)
introduced legislation that would ex-
empt interstate waterway workers
from multiple State income taxation.

The Committee on the Judiciary re-
ported H.R. 1293, legislation nearly
identical to S. 893. In order to facilitate
prompt consideration of the measure,
we are considering S. 893, which was in-
troduced by the distinguished Senator
from Washington, Mr. GORTON. Equal-
izing the taxing status of interstate
water workers enjoys bipartisan sup-
port in both Houses of Congress. I urge
the support of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker I ask unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. BAIRD) be permitted
to manage the time allotted to this
side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.
Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I am honored to be here

today on the floor of the House as we
take up this important legislation to
provide tax fairness for thousands of
hard-working Americans in my home
State of Washington and throughout
this Nation.

While most interstate transportation
workers are exempt from taxation by
States other than that of their resi-
dence, those working on vessels oper-
ating on interstate waterways are sub-
ject to contradictory laws that are dif-
ficult to apply. Consequently, a num-
ber of waterway employees who are

residents of Washington have been sent
notices from other States seeking to
collect thousands of dollars in presum-
ably delinquent taxes for which they
may not be responsible under Federal
law.

I am speaking today about river pi-
lots, I am talking about men and
women who work on barges, and I am
talking about hard-working boat crew
members who do an honest day’s work
and want a fair shake when it comes to
paying their taxes.

Mr. Speaker, I am deeply concerned
that, under current tax law, a signifi-
cant number of interstate waterway
employees who are employed on vessels
that operate on the Columbia River or
the Snake River and many other inland
waterways throughout this Nation are
being unfairly taxed for their labor.

When truck drivers, railway workers,
or aviation employees go about their
jobs, all of which require them to con-
duct work in States other than their
home States, Congress has seen fit to
grant them an exemption for this type
of unfair taxation unless a majority of
the work is performed in another
State.

Interstate transportation workers,
including those employed by interstate
railway carriers, motor carriers, water
carriers, and air carriers who are en-
gaged in interstate commerce, were
first protected from unfair taxation by
multiple States in 1970.

In 1990, Congress took additional
steps to prohibit States from taxing
the income of interstate rail and motor
carrier workers, except those States
where the employee resides. A similar
limitation exists on States’ rights to
tax employees of interstate air carriers
engaged in interstate transportation
duties.

An airline pilot, for example, is sub-
ject to taxation by the State in which
the pilot resides, period. This restric-
tion, for all practical purposes, ex-
empts airline employees from multiple
taxation. However, interstate water
carriers, bargemen, tug boat operators,
river boat pilots, ferry operators, et
cetera, for some reason, these folks
have been treated differently.

Mr. Speaker, we can fix this problem
today. Over the past 30 years, Congress
has addressed inequities in the Tax
Code when it dealt with interstate
transportation employees. I am asking
my colleagues today to again take ac-
tion to correct this problem.

The legislation we put forward is not
complex legislation. It is very straight-
forward. It is not lengthy. It is a two-
page bill. But it is good legislation, and
it is needed legislation.

As we consider the legislation today,
there is another voice I would like to
bring to the floor, and that is the voice
of Captain Robert Nelson. In late 1998,
Captain Nelson got some bad news. He
got several pieces of bad news. First,
his wife was seriously injured in a car
wreck. Then a couple months later,
Captain Nelson himself was diagnosed
with terminal lung and brain cancer.

He was given, at the time, 3 months to
live.

That is a heavy enough load. But on
his way to the mailbox, he then re-
ceived a letter from the Oregon Depart-
ment of Revenue that he was to pay a
$78,000 back tax bill to a State that he
had not really set foot in the course of
his work.

Captain Nelson was assessed those
costs, not because he lived or worked
in Oregon, but because he worked in a
river system.

I would ask Members of this body to
put themselves in that family’s shoes
for just a minute, to ask themselves
how they would feel if, on top of wor-
rying about their wife, their family,
their own health, they had to then pay
an exorbitant tax bill to a State they
did not work in.

Things like that should not happen
in America. Mr. Speaker, with my col-
leagues help, we can do something
about it. I urge my colleagues to join
me in passing this bipartisan bill to en-
sure tax fairness for transportation
workers.

I am proud of the steps we have
taken to get here today. This is a bi-
partisan bill. It is a fair and needed
bill. I would like to thank those who
have been involved.

Senator GORTON in the other body in-
troduced legislation shortly after I
dropped the bill in the House. Our bill
also received a committee hearing
from the Committee on the Judiciary,
and I want to thank the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Chairman GEKAS)
and the gentleman from New York (Mr.
NADLER), ranking member, for their
support and assistance, as well as the
able staff, Rob Tracci and the commit-
tee’s minority staffer, Dave Lachman.
They also did a very good job of put-
ting the hearing together, and I want
to say thanks for their efforts.

I would like to thank the chairmen
and ranking members of both full com-
mittees and subcommittees to which
the bill was referred: the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS)
of the Committee on the Judiciary; and
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
SHUSTER) and the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

I would like to also particularly
thank the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
DEFAZIO) and the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. GILCHRIST) also Mr.
Ward McCarragher of the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure
for his work and Mr. Turton and Mr.
Boyle for their work.

Today we have an opportunity to re-
store simple fairness to our Tax Code.
I urge passage of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
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BONO) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the Senate bill, S. 893.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

SENSE OF HOUSE THAT COMMU-
NITIES SHOULD IMPLEMENT
AMBER PLAN FOR RECOVERY OF
ABDUCTED CHILDREN

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 605) expressing the sense
of the House of Representatives that
communities should implement the
Amber Plan to expedite the recovery of
abducted children.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 605

Whereas communities should implement
an emergency alert plan such as the Amber
Plan to expedite the recovery of abducted
children;

Whereas the Amber Plan, a partnership be-
tween law enforcement agencies and media
officials, assists law enforcement, parents,
and local communities to respond imme-
diately to the most serious child abduction
cases;

Whereas the Amber Plan was created in
1996 in memory of 9-year-old Amber
Hagerman who was kidnapped and murdered
in Arlington, Texas;

Whereas in response to community con-
cern, the Association of Radio Managers
with the assistance of area law enforcement
in Arlington, Texas, created the Amber Plan;

Whereas, to date, the Amber Plan is cred-
ited with saving the lives of at least 9 chil-
dren nationwide;

Whereas the National Center for Missing
and Exploited Children endorses the Amber
Plan and is promoting the use of such emer-
gency alert plans nationwide;

Whereas the Amber Plan is responsible for
reuniting children with their searching par-
ents: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that Amber Plan is a
powerful tool in fighting child abductions
and should be used across the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.Res. 605.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support

of H. Res. 605, introduced by the gentle-
woman from New Mexico (Mrs. WIL-
SON). This resolution will express the
sense of the House of Representatives
that communities across the United

States should implement what has be-
come known as the Amber Plan to help
find and recover children who have
been abducted.

Crimes committed against our chil-
dren is a serious problem in the United
States. Congress has played a signifi-
cant role in our national struggle to
protect children by providing grant
money to the States to fight crime
committed against children and by
passing tough new Federal laws to
prosecute criminals who victimize chil-
dren. But of course most of the work to
prevent these crimes and punish those
who commit them occurs at the local
level.

Today Congress has an opportunity
to bring national attention to an effec-
tive program working at the local level
called the Amber Plan. This program,
begun in Dallas-Fort Worth, Texas,
helps save the lives of children who
have been kidnapped. The Amber Plan
was created in 1996 in memory of 9-
year-old Amber Hagerman who was
tragically kidnapped and murdered in
Arlington, Texas. Because of its suc-
cess in Dallas-Fort Worth, it has been
replicated in communities across the
country.

The Amber Plan works by utilizing
the national Emergency Alert System.
When a child is reported abducted, the
abduction, including the description of
the alleged perpetrator, is immediately
broadcast by local radio and television
stations using the Emergency Alert
System. These alerts get the word to
everyone who might recognize the
child or might recognize the abductor
and then call the police. Since its in-
ception, the Amber Plan has led to the
safe recovery of at least nine children
nationwide.

The use of the Emergency Alert Sys-
tem to blanket broadcast areas with
the news that a child has been ab-
ducted is a wonderful idea. Any time a
crime such as a kidnapping is com-
mitted, quick action can make all the
difference in whether the criminal gets
away with his crime or is apprehended.

I want to thank the gentlewoman
from New Mexico (Mrs. WILSON) for her
leadership on this issue. I urge all my
colleagues to support the resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Res. 605 which would express the sense
of the House of Representatives that
communities should implement the
Amber Plan to expedite the recovery of
abducted children.

The Amber Plan provides for commu-
nity law enforcement, radio and tele-
vision stations to work together to
alert the public of child abductions.

Under the plan, the law enforcement
alerts the media which interrupt pro-
grams to broadcast notices seeking
help from the public when child abduc-
tions are reported and confirmed.

The Amber Plan was created in De-
cember 1996 in memory of 9-year-old

Amber Hagerman who was kidnapped
and murdered in Arlington, Texas.
Since its creation, the system has be-
come a powerful tool, especially in the
early hours of an abduction investiga-
tion, and is credited with saving the
lives of at least nine children nation-
wide.

b 1530

The National Center for Missing and
Exploited Children, a respected organi-
zation dedicated to assisting families
in recovering missing children, has en-
dorsed the Amber Plan and is directing
its expansion. Versions of the plan
have been adopted in several cities al-
ready, including Kansas City, Missouri;
Memphis, Tennessee; Charlotte, North
Carolina; and Cincinnati, Ohio.

Mr. Speaker, the Amber Plan de-
serves our wholehearted support. It
provides for a partnership between law
enforcement, the media, and the com-
munity which can mean the difference
between life and death for a child. I
commend those who developed the plan
and urge my colleagues to vote for this
resolution.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in strong support of House Resolution
605, which expresses the Sense of the House
that communities should implement the Amber
Plan to expedite the recovery of abducted chil-
dren.

The Amber Plan is a partnership between
law enforcement agencies and media officials,
assists law enforcement, parents, and local
communities to respond immediately to the
most serious child abduction cases. The
Amber Plan was created in 1996 in memory of
9-year-old Amber Hagerman who was kid-
napped and murdered in Arlington, Texas. In
response to community concern, regarding the
abduction of Amber Hagerman, the Associa-
tion of Radio Managers with the assistance of
area law enforcement in Arlington, Texas cre-
ated the Amber Plan. To date, the Amber Plan
is credited with saving the lives of at least 9
children nationwide.

The National Center for Missing and Ex-
ploited Children endorses the Amber Plan and
is promoting the use of such emergency alert
plans nationwide. For this reason, I believe
that the Amber Plan does offer useful tools to
those who are in need of resources in the
search for tools to fight child abductions and
should be used across the United States.

Mrs. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, House Resolu-
tion 605 expresses the sense of the House of
Representatives that communities should im-
plement the Amber Plan to expedite the recov-
ery of abducted children.

Mr. Speaker, when a child is abducted, the
family’s anguish and fear is beyond measure.
The Amber Plan was created to quickly enlist
the public as partners with law enforcement
and the news media to intervene before an
abduction ends in serious injury or death for
an innocent child.

The plan was created in 1996 in memory of
9-year-old Amber Hagerman who was kid-
napped and murdered in Arlington, Texas. To
date, the plan is credited with saving the lives
of at least 9 children nationwide.

This is how the plan works: When a child is
reported abducted, law enforcement notifies
local television and radio stations. Both TV
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and radio announcements are broadcast de-
scribing the child and other details. The public
is given phone number to call if they see the
child. House Resolution 605 calls upon com-
munities across the U.S. to implement their
own Amber Alert programs to assist locally in
the recovery of abducted children. House Res-
olution 605 has been endorsed by the Na-
tional center for Missing and Exploited Chil-
dren. They are working to bring this program
to cities and towns nationwide and I com-
mended them for their efforts.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to thank my
colleague Mr. LAMPSON from Texas for his as-
sistance with this resolution and commend him
as the Chairman of the Missing and Exploited
Children’s Caucus.

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker. I rise today in
strong support of H. Res. 605, a resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives that communities should imple-
ment the Amber Plan to expedite the recovery
of abducted children.

Amber Hagerman, a 9-year-old from Arling-
ton, Texas, was abducted in front of witnesses
in 1996. Her body was found 4 days later.
After this tragedy, police and local radio sta-
tion developed the ‘‘Amber Plan’’, named in
honor of Amber Hagerman—which was the
first use of the Emergency Alert System
(EAS), formerly the Emergency Broadcast
System, to report a missing child. Under the
plan, television and radio stations interrupt
programming to broadcast information about a
child abduction by using the EAS, a system
typically used for weather or other civil emer-
gencies. Since the Amber plan was estab-
lished in Texas, many areas across the coun-
try have adopted a similar emergency alert
plan on the local, regional, and even state-
wide-level. Between 1996 and 2000, these
plans have been credited with the safe return
of at least nine children.

The National Center for Missing and Ex-
ploited Children has endorsed the use of the
‘‘AMBER Plan’’—America’s Missing: Broadcast
Emergency Response—to assist in the recov-
ery of missing children. The plan is simple—
to alert the public as quickly as possible of a
child abduction in hopes of gaining information
leading to the safe recovery of that child and
capture of the abductor.

Mr. Speaker, children are snatched off the
street everyday in America. Tragically, some
are never returned to their caretakers, and
many are victims of assault and murder. A
1997 study by the Washington States Attorney
indicated that 74 percent of children abducted
and murdered by strangers were killed within
three hours of being taken.

Realizing that time is of the essence in
these cases, this resolution encourages states
and communities to recognize that the abduc-
tion of a child is of the highest priority for re-
sponse and investigation. In furtherance of this
type of investigation, a carefully planned and
quick notification of the public in the area of
the abduction by commercial broadcast meth-
ods, the ‘‘AMBER Plan’’, can be a valuable
tool in the quick recovery of abducted children.

I urge my colleagues to vote for this resolu-
tion.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of House Resolution 605, which rec-
ognizes the importance of the Amber Plan to
families across the country, and encourages
other communities to implement the plan. I
want to thank Mrs. WILSON and NICK LAMPSON

for their efforts in bringing this resolution to the
floor.

Mr. Speaker, the Amber Plan was created in
memory of Amber Hagerman, a nine-year-old
girl from Arlington, Texas who was tragically
abducted and murdered in 1996. Amber was
bright and pretty and was riding her bike on
January 13 when someone came along and
took her away. This case occurred in my con-
gressional district, but I am sure that events
like this have happened—sadly—in every cor-
ner of our country, in our cities and in the
heartlands.

This case caused the police and broad-
casters in the North Texas area to look at how
they could better protect our community’s chil-
dren. Now once police have received a report
of child abduction, they fax information to area
media outlets. Broadcast stations then sound
an emergency tone during broadcasts—similar
to a weather alert—which is followed by the
information from police. It gives a description
of the children who are missing, the vehicle
that they were kidnapped in, and a description
of the kidnappers. It also gives a number that
people can call to report information. The
Amber Plan treats a child abduction like the
entire community’s emergency, and enlists
their help to find the kidnappers.

The success of the Amber Plan in North
Texas has led several other communities to
implement the plan. Just recently, I spoke with
a radio station in Oklahoma, where the state’s
first use of the Amber Alert led to the success-
ful recovery of two children during a car theft.
The State of Florida just recently implemented
the system statewide. And the National Center
of Missing and Exploited Children is working
on implementing the system in a number of
other major metropolitan areas.

Last year, I hosted members of the Amber
Plan Task Force at a meeting in the Capitol.
They addressed Members of Congress about
the effectiveness of the Amber Plan in North
Texas, and how it can be expanded to their
own congressional districts. The group also
met with officials from the National Association
of Broadcasters and encouraged them to in-
form their members about expanding the
Amber Plan throughout the country.

Along with Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. FRANKS, and
several other Members, I am one of the found-
ing members of the Missing and Exploited
Children’s Caucus. Members of the Caucus
know that each year hundred of thousands of
American families are confronted with the trag-
edy of a missing child. This resolution helps
remind us that we must constantly work to in-
crease the awareness of these tragic occur-
rences and to introduce legislation to combat
these heinous crimes.

Whoever took Amber didn’t know and didn’t
care that she was an honor student who made
all As and Bs. They didn’t care that she was
a Brownie who had lots of friends and who
loved her little brother dearly. They didn’t care
that her whole life was ahead of her and that
their parents wanted to watch her grow into
the lovely young woman she promised to be.

Mr. Speaker, we all need to get involved—
parents, relatives, politicians, police and other
enforcement agencies—to direct attention to
the problem of missing children. It is my hope,
Mr. Speaker, that someday we will not need
the Amber Plan to combat the growing epi-
demic of missing and exploited children. It is
my hope that someday every child in America
will feel safe. It is my hope that someday

every child will feel secure while riding his or
her bicycle in the neighborhood. It is my hope
that someday no parent will ever have to face
the tragedy that Amber Hagerman’s parents
had to face. But until that day comes, we need
to support this resolution and work together to
protect this country’s greatest asset—our chil-
dren.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to join my colleagues in support of this
resolution. The Amber program is a great ex-
ample of law enforcement, the local media
and communities coming together to save
lives. Today, our children face many obstacles
and we need to do what ever we can to en-
sure their safety. In The Dallas-Fort Worth
area Amber program has been successful in
the recovery of abducted children.

While we cannot prevent every child abduc-
tion, it is important for local communities to re-
spond immediately to child abduction cases
and reunite them with their parents as soon as
possible. In my district, a young girl was ab-
ducted recently. The abductor took the girl on
a bicycle to a nearby bus station and then
boarded a bus to Florida. This all happened
within 20 or 30 minutes. Had the Amber plan
been implemented, media outlets would have
been interrupted immediately to report a de-
scription of the abductor and the location
where the abduction took place. This would
have saved time and possibly prevented the
abductor from getting on that bus to Florida
with the child. Fortunately, the young girl was
found safely. Unfortunately, it doesn’t always
end this way.

Since last year, I have been working with
law enforcement agencies in the Houston and
Harris County area, and our local media, to
establish a plan similar to the Amber program.
The plan, which is still under development by
the Amber Plan Subcommittee, should be
operational by January 2001. It will be a coop-
erative public service effort between 36 law
enforcement agencies in the five-county area
Fort Bend, Galveston, Harris, Montgomery,
and Waller counties and 40 local radio, tele-
vision stations, cable systems.

Chuck Wolf, Chairman of the Emergency
Alert System and Mark McCoy, station man-
ager of KTRH radio station in Houston have
been instrumental in the development of this
program. It is important to point out that in
order to activate the Houston Regional Amber
Plan strict criteria must be met. It has to go
through a screening process before it is acti-
vated. Once it is activated, we have to make
sure that the emergency alert message is sent
quickly and is easy to understand—it can only
be activated if it passes a screening process.

Law enforcement, local media outlets, and
communities will collaborate to make sure that
the requirements are met and that the emer-
gency alert is activated properly. However, we
also need for the Federal Communications
Commission to take part in this effort. Cur-
rently, broadcasters are limited by the types of
codes they can use to describe the alert
event. I urge the FCC to expand event codes
that will specifically describe if it is an Amber
Alert, hazardous and environmental disaster,
or any other man made disaster. We must uti-
lize our available technology effectively to pro-
tect our citizens and specially our children
from all types of disasters and civil disturb-
ances.

I strongly support this resolution and urge
other Members to encourage their commu-
nities to implement similar programs.
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Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of

H. Res. 605, which was introduced by the
Gentlelady from New Mexico, Mrs. WILSON. H.
Res. 605 expresses the sense of the House of
Representatives that communities should im-
plement the ‘‘Amber Plan’’ to expedite the re-
covery of abducted children. As we all know,
the problem of missing and abducted children
is a continuing national concern. Few things
are as disturbing to us as crimes committed
against kids, and Congress should do all it
can to reduce the threat to our children.

H. Res. 605 is a simple resolution that high-
lights the ‘‘Amber Plan,’’ a very effective part-
nership between law enforcement and the
media in Dallas-Fort Worth that has helped
save the lives of kids who have been kid-
naped. The resolution urges the replication of
the Amber Plan in communities across Amer-
ica.

The Amber Plan was created in 1996 in
memory of 9-year-old Amber Hagerman, who
was tragically kidnaped and murdered in Ar-
lington, Texas. Since then, many communities
across the United States have put similar
plans into effect. It is credited with the safe re-
turn of at least nine abducted children nation-
wide. Here’s how it works. When a child is re-
ported abducted, the abduction—including a
description of the alleged perpetrator—is im-
mediately flashed across local radio and tele-
vision stations using the Emergency Alert Sys-
tem, what used to be known as the Emer-
gency Broadcast System. This quick action
alerts the community to the abduction, and it
has apparently spooked child abductors into
releasing their victims when they hear descrip-
tions of themselves broadcast on the radio or
TV.

Quick action is often necessary to thwart the
commission of crime, and the Amber Plan is
a great idea that ought to be put in place in
every city and town across America. I want to
thank the Gentlelady for her leadership on this
issue, and I urge all my colleagues to support
the resolution.

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker; I rise today
to express my strong support for House Reso-
lution 605 introduced by Representative WIL-
SON. I would also like to applaud the efforts of
the Missing and Exploited Children Caucus for
raising the awareness of such issues. H. Res.
605 expresses the sense of the House of
Representatives that communities should im-
plement the Amber Alert Plan to expedite the
recovery of abducted children. The Amber
Alert Plan was created in 1996 in memory of
9-year-old Amber Hagerman who was kid-
napped and murdered in Arlington, Texas. The
Alert has been credited with saving the lives of
at least 9 children nationwide.

Last year in Northwest Indiana, more than
1,600 children were reported missing. When a
child is abducted, time is the most important
factor in determining whether that child will re-
turn home alive. Due to the Amber Plan’s
proven track record of success, I initiated the
Alert in my district on April 4, 2000. The
Amber Alert is a joint effort between media
outlets and police departments that enlists the
help of the public to put more eyes on the look
out for a missing child. In the event of an ab-
duction, radio, and television stations provide
quick, police-generated reports on the child.
The notification plan commonly beings with a
high-pitched tone and is followed by detailed
information about the missing child or kid-
naping suspect. A phone number is then given

for the public to call if they see either the child
or the suspect. Police are careful not to over-
use the Amber Plan, carefully evaluating the
circumstances of a missing child report before
sounding the alert. I truly believe that the
Amber Alert will be a valuable resource in my
district in the effort to assist localities in the
timely return of any missing child.

I support the efforts of communities across
the U.S. in implementing their own Amber
Alert programs to assist in the recovery of ab-
ducted children. This resolution has been en-
dorsed by the National Center for Missing and
Exploited Children, which continues to work
tirelessly to implement this program nation-
wide. I urge my colleagues to support this res-
olution in an effort to combat child abduction
and protect our children.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HANSEN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. CHABOT) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
House Resolution 605.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

AMERICA’S LAW ENFORCEMENT
AND MENTAL HEALTH PROJECT
Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I move to

suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 1865) to provide grants to estab-
lish demonstration mental health
courts.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 1865

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘America’s
Law Enforcement and Mental Health
Project’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—
(1) fully 16 percent of all inmates in State

prisons and local jails suffer from mental ill-
ness, according to a July, 1999 report, con-
ducted by the Bureau of Justice Statistics;

(2) between 600,000 and 700,000 mentally ill
persons are annually booked in jail alone,
according to the American Jail Association;

(3) estimates say 25 to 40 percent of Amer-
ica’s mentally ill will come into contact
with the criminal justice system, according
to National Alliance for the Mentally Ill;

(4) 75 percent of mentally ill inmates have
been sentenced to time in prison or jail or
probation at least once prior to their current
sentence, according to the Bureau of Justice
Statistics in July, 1999; and

(5) Broward County, Florida and King
County, Washington, have created separate
Mental Health Courts to place nonviolent
mentally ill offenders into judicially mon-
itored in-patient and out-patient mental
health treatment programs, where appro-
priate, with positive results.
SEC. 3. MENTAL HEALTH COURTS.

(a) AMENDMENT.—Title I of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 is

amended by inserting after part U (42 U.S.C.
3796hh et seq.) the following:

‘‘PART V—MENTAL HEALTH COURTS
‘‘SEC. 2201. GRANT AUTHORITY.

‘‘The Attorney General shall make grants
to States, State courts, local courts, units of
local government, and Indian tribal govern-
ments, acting directly or through agree-
ments with other public or nonprofit enti-
ties, for not more than 100 programs that
involve—

‘‘(1) continuing judicial supervision, in-
cluding periodic review, over preliminarily
qualified offenders with mental illness, men-
tal retardation, or co-occurring mental ill-
ness and substance abuse disorders, who are
charged with misdemeanors or nonviolent of-
fenses; and

‘‘(2) the coordinated delivery of services,
which includes—

‘‘(A) specialized training of law enforce-
ment and judicial personnel to identify and
address the unique needs of a mentally ill or
mentally retarded offender;

‘‘(B) voluntary outpatient or inpatient
mental health treatment, in the least re-
strictive manner appropriate, as determined
by the court, that carries with it the possi-
bility of dismissal of charges or reduced sen-
tencing upon successful completion of treat-
ment;

‘‘(C) centralized case management involv-
ing the consolidation of all of a mentally ill
or mentally retarded defendant’s cases, in-
cluding violations of probation, and the co-
ordination of all mental health treatment
plans and social services, including life skills
training, such as housing placement, voca-
tional training, education, job placement,
health care, and relapse prevention for each
participant who requires such services; and

‘‘(D) continuing supervision of treatment
plan compliance for a term not to exceed the
maximum allowable sentence or probation
for the charged or relevant offense and, to
the extent practicable, continuity of psy-
chiatric care at the end of the supervised pe-
riod.
‘‘SEC. 2202. DEFINITIONS.

‘‘In this part—
‘‘(1) the term ‘mental illness’ means a

diagnosable mental, behavioral, or emo-
tional disorder—

‘‘(A) of sufficient duration to meet diag-
nostic criteria within the most recent edi-
tion of the Diagnostic and Statistical Man-
ual of Mental Disorders published by the
American Psychiatric Association; and

‘‘(B) that has resulted in functional im-
pairment that substantially interferes with
or limits 1 or more major life activities; and

‘‘(2) the term ‘preliminarily qualified of-
fender with mental illness, mental retarda-
tion, or co-occurring mental and substance
abuse disorders’ means a person who—

‘‘(A)(i) previously or currently has been di-
agnosed by a qualified mental health profes-
sional as having a mental illness, mental re-
tardation, or co-occurring mental illness and
substance abuse disorders; or

‘‘(ii) manifests obvious signs of mental ill-
ness, mental retardation, or co-occurring
mental illness and substance abuse disorders
during arrest or confinement or before any
court; and

‘‘(B) is deemed eligible by designated
judges.
‘‘SEC. 2203. ADMINISTRATION.

‘‘(a) CONSULTATION.—The Attorney General
shall consult with the Secretary of Health
and Human Services and any other appro-
priate officials in carrying out this part.

‘‘(b) USE OF COMPONENTS.—The Attorney
General may utilize any component or com-
ponents of the Department of Justice in car-
rying out this part.

‘‘(c) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—The Attor-
ney General shall issue regulations and
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guidelines necessary to carry out this part
which include, but are not limited to, the
methodologies and outcome measures pro-
posed for evaluating each applicant program.

‘‘(d) APPLICATIONS.—In addition to any
other requirements that may be specified by
the Attorney General, an application for a
grant under this part shall—

‘‘(1) include a long-term strategy and de-
tailed implementation plan;

‘‘(2) explain the applicant’s inability to
fund the program adequately without Fed-
eral assistance;

‘‘(3) certify that the Federal support pro-
vided will be used to supplement, and not
supplant, State, Indian tribal, and local
sources of funding that would otherwise be
available;

‘‘(4) identify related governmental or com-
munity initiatives which complement or will
be coordinated with the proposal;

‘‘(5) certify that there has been appropriate
consultation with all affected agencies and
that there will be appropriate coordination
with all affected agencies in the implementa-
tion of the program, including the State
mental health authority;

‘‘(6) certify that participating offenders
will be supervised by one or more designated
judges with responsibility for the mental
health court program;

‘‘(7) specify plans for obtaining necessary
support and continuing the proposed pro-
gram following the conclusion of Federal
support;

‘‘(8) describe the methodology and outcome
measures that will be used in evaluating the
program; and

‘‘(9) certify that participating first time of-
fenders without a history of a mental illness
will receive a mental health evaluation.
‘‘SEC. 2204. APPLICATIONS.

‘‘To request funds under this part, the
chief executive or the chief justice of a State
or the chief executive or chief judge of a unit
of local government or Indian tribal govern-
ment shall submit to the Attorney General
an application in such form and containing
such information as the Attorney General
may reasonably require.
‘‘SEC. 2205. FEDERAL SHARE.

‘‘The Federal share of a grant made under
this part may not exceed 75 percent of the
total costs of the program described in the
application submitted under section 2204 for
the fiscal year for which the program re-
ceives assistance under this part, unless the
Attorney General waives, wholly or in part,
the requirement of a matching contribution
under this section. The use of the Federal
share of a grant made under this part shall
be limited to new expenses necessitated by
the proposed program, including the develop-
ment of treatment services and the hiring
and training of personnel. In-kind contribu-
tions may constitute a portion of the non-
Federal share of a grant.
‘‘SEC. 2206. GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION.

‘‘The Attorney General shall ensure that,
to the extent practicable, an equitable geo-
graphic distribution of grant awards is made
that considers the special needs of rural
communities, Indian tribes, and Alaska Na-
tives.
‘‘SEC. 2207. REPORT.

‘‘A State, Indian tribal government, or
unit of local government that receives funds
under this part during a fiscal year shall sub-
mit to the Attorney General a report in
March of the following year regarding the ef-
fectiveness of this part.
‘‘SEC. 2208. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, TRAINING,

AND EVALUATION.
‘‘(a) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAIN-

ING.—The Attorney General may provide
technical assistance and training in further-
ance of the purposes of this part.

‘‘(b) EVALUATIONS.—In addition to any
evaluation requirements that may be pre-
scribed for grantees, the Attorney General
may carry out or make arrangements for
evaluations of programs that receive support
under this part.

‘‘(c) ADMINISTRATION.—The technical as-
sistance, training, and evaluations author-
ized by this section may be carried out di-
rectly by the Attorney General, in collabora-
tion with the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, or through grants, con-
tracts, or other cooperative arrangements
with other entities.’’.

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents of title I of the Omnibus Crime Con-
trol and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C.
3711 et seq.), is amended by inserting after
part U the following:

‘‘PART V—MENTAL HEALTH COURTS

‘‘Sec. 2201. Grant authority.
‘‘Sec. 2202. Definitions.
‘‘Sec. 2203. Administration.
‘‘Sec. 2204. Applications.
‘‘Sec. 2205. Federal share.
‘‘Sec. 2206. Geographic distribution.
‘‘Sec. 2207. Report.
‘‘Sec. 2208. Technical assistance, training,

and evaluation.’’.
(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

Section 1001(a) of title I of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968
(42 U.S.C. 3793(a)) is amended by inserting
after paragraph (19) the following:

‘‘(20) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out part V, $10,000,000 for
each of fiscal years 2001 through 2004.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on the Senate bill under consider-
ation, S. 1865.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
A recent Bureau of Justice Statistics

study estimates that there are over
283,000 mentally ill offenders incarcer-
ated in Federal, State and local prisons
and jails. In fact, according to that re-
port, 7 percent of Federal offenders, 16
percent of State inmates, and 16 per-
cent of those held in local jails are
mentally ill. A similar percentage of
persons on probation, approximately
547,000 people, also have a history of
mental illness.

The Bureau of Justice Statistics also
has a study that revealed that men-
tally ill offenders have a higher rate of
prior physical and sexual abuse than
other inmates. They have higher inci-
dents of alcohol and drug abuse by par-
ents and guardians while they were
children. Mentally ill offenders were
more likely than other offenders to
have been unemployed and homeless
prior to their arrest. And these offend-

ers are more likely than other offend-
ers to be involved in fights with other
inmates and to be charged with break-
ing prison rules.

Over the last year, law enforcement
and corrections officials, prosecutors,
judges, and mental health officials
have called and written to the Sub-
committee on Crime to urge the sub-
committee to address the problem of
mentally ill offenders in the criminal
justice system. In response, the Sub-
committee on Crime held a hearing on
this issue just last month. At that
hearing representatives of all these
groups urged Congress to develop a spe-
cial program to address the needs of
these offenders so that they will be in-
carcerated less often and so that they
will be less likely to commit repeat
crimes when they are released from
custody.

The bill before the House today will
help to do just that. This bill, intro-
duced by Senator DEWINE, of my State
of Ohio in the other body, is similar to
a bill introduced in the House by the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICK-
LAND). It authorizes the Attorney Gen-
eral to make grants to States, State
courts, local courts, units of local gov-
ernment, and Indian tribal govern-
ments for up to 100 programs that in-
volve specialized treatment for men-
tally ill offenders. These programs in-
clude continuing post-conviction judi-
cial supervision of nonviolent and mis-
demeanor offenders, training for law
enforcement and correction officials on
how to appropriately handle mentally
ill offenders in their custody, and cen-
tralized case management of cases in-
volving mentally ill or mentally re-
tarded defendants.

I believe this is a good bill. The testi-
mony before the subcommittee from
officials throughout the criminal jus-
tice system, from both Republicans and
Democrats, was that by taking just a
few minor steps, the government can
have a great impact on the treatment
of these offenders. Simply incarcer-
ating the mentally ill is not going to
address the underlying cause of their
behavior, but if we deal with their ill-
ness, they are less likely to commit fu-
ture crimes, and that is a result that
benefits us all.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues
to support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S.
1865. This bill will amend the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968 to authorize the Attorney General
to make grants to States and localities
and to Indian tribal governments to es-
tablish what is referred to as the men-
tal health court programs. Such court
programs would be similar to the suc-
cessful drug courts and ASAP, the al-
cohol safety action programs, for sub-
stance abusers.

While I am in support of this bill as
one of the neediest programs that are
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available, because we did not have
committee hearings and markups on
the measure I am unable to have really
the full confidence that I would like to
have that it is drafted in such a way to
best meet the needs of the public, the
mental health, and the criminal justice
systems. However, the Subcommittee
on Crime did conduct a hearing on ‘‘the
impact of the mentally ill in the crimi-
nal justice system’’ earlier this fall.
The testimony at that hearing re-
vealed, among other things, that our
criminal justice system is serving as a
primary caregiver for the mentally ill
and that mental health courts have
proven to be a useful tool for several
communities that have such programs.

Additionally, this is a pilot program,
not a nationwide initiative, so we will
have the opportunity to see these pro-
grams and measure their effectiveness
and have the opportunity to evaluate
them in the context of other ap-
proaches to addressing mental health
illnesses in the criminal justice sys-
tem.

The program funded under the bill
provides not only for a special court
program but also for the continued ju-
dicial supervision of qualified offenders
with mental illness, as well as grants
for coordinated delivery of services.
The coordinated services for which the
grants would authorize funding in-
clude, among other things, specialized
training for law enforcement and judi-
cial personnel to identify and address
the unique needs of mentally ill offend-
ers, and the voluntary outpatient and
inpatient treatment that carries with
it the possibility of dismissal of
charges or a reduced sentence upon
successful completion of treatment and
other activities. The bill authorizes $10
million each year for the fiscal years
2001 through 2004 to carry out the pro-
visions of the legislation.

Since the 1960s, the State mental
health hospitals have increasingly re-
duced their population of mentally ill
individuals in response to a nationwide
and appropriate call for deinstitu-
tionalization. The movement toward
deinstitutionalization has been based
upon the fact that mentally ill individ-
uals are constitutionally entitled to
refuse treatment or at least have it
provided in the least restrictive envi-
ronment. Unfortunately, community
mental health treatment centers have
not been created at the rate necessary
to meet the needs created by deinstitu-
tionalization.

A recent study by the Department of
Justice suggests that the criminal jus-
tice system has become, by default, the
primary caregiver of the most seri-
ously mentally ill. More specifically,
the Department of Justice reported
last July that at least 16 percent of the
United States prison population is seri-
ously mentally ill. The National Alli-
ance for the Mentally Ill reports that
on any given day, at least 284,000 seri-
ously mentally ill individuals are in-
carcerated, while only 187,000 are in
mental health facilities.

The bill before us would provide the
grant money to help divert from the
criminal justice system those who are
mentally ill who would benefit more
from treatment than by incarceration,
and help law enforcement and correc-
tional administrators provide appro-
priate services to offenders with men-
tal illness. Since this is a pilot pro-
gram, the information it develops can
be used to develop a full-fledged pro-
gram available to communities
throughout the country. Such an ap-
proach is not only the right thing to do
but it will ultimately reduce crime.

I want to particularly thank the del-
egation from Ohio, particularly the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT),
serving on the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, and the other gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND) for their leader-
ship on this bill. Accordingly, Mr.
Speaker, I ask my colleagues to vote
for the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND), a leader on this
bill who brought it to the committee’s
attention.

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today in support of this bill which
addresses the very serious problem of
mentally ill people recycling through
our criminal justice system.

As a psychologist, and perhaps the
only Member of Congress who has ever
worked in a maximum security prison,
I have personally treated individuals
who will live out the rest of their lives
behind bars because they have com-
mitted crimes that they most likely
would not have committed had they
been able to receive adequate mental
health treatment.

I have seen the ravaging effect that a
prison environment has upon the men-
tally ill and the destabilizing effect
that the mentally ill have upon the
prison environment. Inmates, families,
correctional officers, judges, prosecu-
tors, and the police are in unique
agreement that our broken system of
punting the most seriously mentally ill
to the criminal justice system must be
fixed.

The jails have become America’s new
mental asylums. Our court systems,
our prisons, and our jails are being
clogged, literally clogged, with men-
tally ill individuals who should be tak-
ing part in mental health treatment.
Law enforcement and correctional offi-
cers, who are charged with appre-
hending and incarcerating the most
dangerous criminals in our society,
cannot always do their jobs because
they are forced to provide makeshift
mental health services to hundreds of
thousands of mentally ill individuals.
Squad cars, jail cells, and courtrooms
are being filled with the mentally ill
taking up resources that should be di-
rected toward catching real criminals.

Mental illness does not discriminate
between Republicans or Democrats,
rich or poor, black or white, man or
woman, none of the dividing lines that
so often create partisan politics. That

is why I am especially gratified to be
working on legislation with distin-
guished Members from both sides of the
aisle and both sides of the Hill to cre-
ate mechanisms that will bridge the
gap between the mental health and the
criminal justice systems, the gap
through which so many of the mentally
ill defendants currently fall.

I would like to thank especially Sen-
ators DEWINE, DOMENICI, KENNEDY and
WELLSTONE, as well as the gentle-
woman from New Mexico (Mrs. WIL-
SON), the gentleman from California
(Mr. WAXMAN), the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. CAPPS), the gentle-
woman from New Jersey (Mrs. ROU-
KEMA), the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Ms. KAPTUR), and my friend and col-
league, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
CHABOT), for taking the lead on this
legislation to provide criminal justice
and mental health professionals the re-
sources they need to work together to
keep mentally ill defendants in treat-
ment rather than in jail.

In conclusion, I would like to say
that I am thankful that this Congress
is willing to look closely at a problem
from which many of us too often turn
away. I believe that there is a welcome
consensus among a broad spectrum of
stakeholders and political ideologies
that there are very practical steps that
we can take to stop the criminal jus-
tice system from being this country’s
primary caregiver of the seriously
mentally ill. The truth is that law en-
forcement and correctional officers are
not and should not be psychiatrists,
psychologists, social workers or nurses
with guns.

Mr. Speaker, I support my col-
leagues’ support of this legislation,
with deep appreciation for all who have
worked on this legislation.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in support of S. 1865, American’s Law
Enforcement and Mental Health Project. As a
member of the House Judiciary Subcommittee
on Crime I know that nearly 1.8 million individ-
uals are incarcerated in our nation’s jails and
prisons; an increase of 125 percent since
1985.

It is long overdue that this body should ad-
dress the issue of those who are mentally ill
and in our nation’s state and federal prison
systems. At the end of 1999, 283,800 persons
with mental illness were held in federal, state
prisons and local jails—making these the larg-
est facilities for people with mental illness in
the United States; Jails and prisons have be-
come by default psychiatric facilities. These
make shift mental health wards go without the
benefit of adequate medical staff, medication,
or proper training of guards, who should be
medical personal.

The Senate-passed bill authorizes $10 mil-
lion in each of fiscal years 2001 through 2004
for technical assistance and grants to states,
local governments and Indian tribal govern-
ments for the delivery of judicial services to
mentally ill and mentally retarded offenders.
Unfortunately, this bill limits the number of pro-
grams that could be funded under this act to
100. The program created by the bill would
cover only cases involving mentally ill or men-
tally retarded persons who are charged with
misdemeanors or nonviolent offenders.
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Programs funded under the bill would pro-

vide specialized training of law enforcement
and judicial personnel to identify and address
the unique needs of mentally ill or mentally re-
tarded offenders. The programs would also
provide voluntary outpatient and inpatient
mental health treatment—in the least restric-
tive manner appropriate—as determined by
the court, with the possibility that the charges
would be dismissed or reduced if the treat-
ment is successfully completed. These pro-
grams would also provide centralized case
management and continuing supervision for
these individuals.

This is not the Dark Ages, but you could not
tell that by looking at how our society treats
mentally ill people. The United States is sup-
posed to be the most advanced nation on
Earth, but in many ways we are one of most
undeveloped nations when considering our ap-
proach to mental health and the mentally ill.

Today’s hearing is a step forward to high-
light and address many of the things that are
wrong with a system that the most vulnerable
among us are locked up in jails and prisons
without adequate health services—while our
country enjoys the greatest economic boom in
thirty years. Our nation’s unemployment rate is
at its lowest point in 30 years; core inflation
has fallen to its lowest point in 34 years; and
the poverty rate is at its lowest since 1979.
The last seven years we have seen the Fed-
eral budget deficit of $290 billion give way to
a $124 billion surplus.

The statistics on our Nation’s incarcerated
mentally ill is as depressing as the good news
of our nation’s economy is joyful. The facts
are that men and women with mental illness
spend on average, 15 months longer in state
prisons and five times longer in jails. Research
has supported many of the effective strategies
that work for people with mental illness in the
criminal justice system, yet the corresponding
leadership and funding to replicate these strat-
egies have not been provided. According to
Ron Honberg, executive director for legal af-
fairs for the National Alliance for the Mentally
Ill (NAMI), health care programs, such as
Medicaid, will not provide treatment services
to those who are incarcerated. This means
that any treatment an inmate receives must be
subsidized by the penal facility. Dr. Honberg
added that the criminal justice system is slow
and complicated meaning that few prisoners
who really need help will ever get it.

In June 1995, approximately 9.8 million peo-
ple are booked into jails across the country
annually. Seven percent of jail detainees have
acute and serious mental illnesses upon book-
ing. In addition, more than 50 percent have
other mental health diagnoses, including
dysthmia (8 percent, anxiety disorders (11 per-
cent), and anti-social personality disorders (45
percent). The report ‘‘Criminalizing the Seri-
ously Mentally Ill: The Abuse of Jails as Men-
tal Hospitals, Washington, DC,’’ that was pre-
pared by Public Citizen’s Health Research
Group in 1992 found that the four most com-
mon offenses committed by the mentally ill
were: assault and/or battery, theft, disorderly
conduct, and drug and alcohol-related crimes.
In total, 63 percent of jail detainees have a
mental illness or a substance disorder and 5
percent have both. These figures indicate that
320,000 jail inmates are affected by mental
health or substance abuse problems on any
given day, of whom 25,350 people have seri-
ous mental illnesses and co-occurring sub-
stance disorders.

This situation is costing states when families
of the mentally ill sue when their loved ones
do not receive proper medical attention. In
May 1999, a Federal judge in the State of
Texas approved a $1.18 million settlement
award to eight mentally ill individuals who
were previously confined at the Hidalgo Coun-
ty Jail in Edinburg. The inmates had filed a
lawsuit in 1994 that claimed the jail violated
their civil rights and failed to provide humane
conditions and legal services. One of the
plaintiffs, suffering from schizophrenia, had
been arrested for hitting his father and con-
fined in the facility where he remained for four
years without a trial. Upon release, mental
health officials determined his condition had
deteriorated significantly due to his incarcer-
ation. As part of the settlement approved by
U.S. District Judge Ricardo H. Hinojosa, Hi-
dalgo County agreed to several provisions for
improving jail mental health services, including
immediate classification of mentally ill inmates;
psychiatric evaluation and regular treatment of
individuals suffering from mental illness; and
separation of the mentally ill from general pop-
ulation inmates.

Approximately 13 percent of the prison pop-
ulation have both a serious mental illness and
a co-occurring substance abuse disorder.
Thus an estimated 642,500 inmates are af-
fected by mental health or substance abuse
problems on any given day—of which 132,000
have a serious mental illness and a co-occur-
ring substance abuse disorder. The one-year
prevalence rate of serious mental illnesses
among prisoners was 5 percent with schizo-
phrenia, 6 percent with bipolar disorder, and 9
percent with depression; which are treatable if
discovered and addressed by mental health
professionals.

EFFECTIVE STRATEGIES

People with serious mental illness require a
comprehensive community-based treatment
approach that ensures public safety and re-
duces recidivism in criminal justice institutions.
We must work to help communities and fami-
lies recognize the importance of identification
of mental illness and remove the stigma of
medical treatment. We must work to educate
people especially in the African American and
Hispanic Communities who are highly sen-
sitized regarding the attitudes of the group and
maintaining a sense of community in the face
of mental illness. In many minority commu-
nities there is a sense that to admit mental ill-
ness is to acknowledge a spiritual flaw or
character deficit.

Effective strategies that work for people with
mental illness in the criminal justice system
should consist of: Diversion programs that as-
sist people with serious mental illness and
substance abuse disorders avoid the criminal
justice system, such as mental health courts;
it has been recognized by mental health pro-
fessionals for some time that many people
who engage in taking illegal drugs are at-
tempting to self medicate for a mental health
disorder. It is sad to admit that in our society
there is greater acceptance of addictions to al-
cohol and drugs than mental illness. Screen-
ing and assessing individuals with mental ill-
ness upon entry into the criminal justice sys-
tem is vital to addressing the problems that
many penal facilities face. It is human and just
that this country have the compassion and
common sense to openly offer medical assist-
ance to those in need.

A commitment to treatment for individuals
with mental health and substance abuse dis-

orders would go a long way in addressing our
pressing need to cut the level of demand for
illegal drugs coming into our country.

Successful transition program that will im-
plement appropriate support services (such
as, housing arrangements, vocational and
educational needs, mental health and addic-
tion treatment), to ensure fewer problems for
people reentering the community.

Further, we should provide training to law
enforcement and criminal justice system per-
sonnel to identify persons with mental health
and substance abuse disorders. Therefore, it
is important that this Congress increased fund-
ing for jail diversion initiatives funded through
the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Serv-
ices Administration (SAMHSA) Jail Diversion
Knowledge Dissemination Application (KDA)
Initiative which is a partnership between the
Center for Mental Health Services (CMHS)
and the Center for Substance Abuse Treat-
ment (CSAT).

In the State of Texas the Crisis Intervention
Teams, or ‘‘CIT’’ is a professional diversion
program started in Memphis, Tennessee 10
years ago, teaches a voluntary team of patrol
officers a safe way to interact with the men-
tally ill in crisis. Police officers receive 40
hours of experiential training in mental health
issues and communication/de-escalation tech-
niques. For example, officers learn how to
deal with individuals who might be suicidal,
delusional, or are experiencing side effects
from medication. Officers are also trained to
ask pertinent questions to better recognize
persons with a mental illness.

CIT is expanding across the state and
across the nation. The Mental Health Associa-
tion of Houston, Texas established the CIT ini-
tiative in 1997, with the Houston Police De-
partment.

As a result of the Houston CIT initiative, 50
Houston police officers a month are trained in
CIT. These officers comprise 25 percent of the
patrol force, which comes to about 725 offi-
cers. The $300,000 Houston CIT initiative is
funded through the federal Center for Mental
Health, Knowledge Development and Applica-
tion (KDA) Jail Diversion Initiative.

As a result of the program’s dramatic suc-
cess, all outlying Houston police departments,
including all of the 48 incorporated towns, will
begin implementing CIT. Starting in January
2000, the Houston MHA will be training 100
officers a month.

However, I believe that we must do more—
earlier in the lives of potential offenders. That
is why I introduced H.R. 3455, the Give a Kid
a Chance Omnibus Mental Health Services
Act of 1999. To amend the Public Health
Service Act with respect to mental health serv-
ices for children, adolescents and their fami-
lies.

I would only ask that my colleagues join me
in finding a way to assist our nation’s mentally
ill, by addressing the problems that have been
documented regarding the treatment of the
mentally ill in the judicial system.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 1865.
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The question was taken; and the

Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

SUDAN PEACE ACT
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to

suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 1453) to facilitate famine relief
efforts and a comprehensive solution to
the war in Sudan, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 1453

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Sudan Peace
Act’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:
(1) With clear indications that the Govern-

ment of Sudan intends to intensify its pros-
ecution of the war against areas outside of
its control, which has already cost nearly
2,000,000 lives and has displaced more than
4,000,000, a sustained and coordinated inter-
national effort to pressure combatants to
end hostilities and to address the roots of
the conflict offers the best opportunity for a
comprehensive solution to the continuing
war in Sudan.

(2) A viable, comprehensive, and inter-
nationally sponsored peace process, pro-
tected from manipulation, presents the best
chance for a permanent resolution of the
war, protection of human rights, and a self-
sustaining Sudan.

(3) Continued strengthening of humani-
tarian relief operations in Sudan is an essen-
tial element in the effort to bring an end to
the war.

(4) Continued leadership by the United
States is critical.

(5) Regardless of the future political status
of the areas of Sudan outside of the control
of the Government of Sudan, the absence of
credible civil authority and institutions is a
major impediment to achieving self-suste-
nance by the Sudanese people and to mean-
ingful progress toward a viable peace proc-
ess.

(6) Through manipulation of traditional ri-
valries among peoples in areas outside their
full control, the Government of Sudan has
effectively used divide and conquer tech-
niques to subjugate their population, and
Congress finds that internationally spon-
sored reconciliation efforts have played a
critical role in reducing the tactic’s effec-
tiveness and human suffering.

(7) The Government of Sudan is increas-
ingly utilizing and organizing militias, Pop-
ular Defense Forces, and other irregular
troops for raiding and slaving parties in
areas outside of the control of the Govern-
ment of Sudan in an effort to severely dis-
rupt the ability of those populations to sus-
tain themselves. The tactic is in addition to
the overt use of bans on air transport relief
flights in prosecuting the war through selec-
tive starvation and to minimize the Govern-
ment of Sudan’s accountability internation-
ally.

(8) The Government of Sudan has repeat-
edly stated that it intends to use the ex-
pected proceeds from future oil sales to in-
crease the tempo and lethality of the war
against the areas outside its control.

(9) Through its power to veto plans for air
transport flights under the United Nations
relief operation, Operation Lifeline Sudan
(OLS), the Government of Sudan has been
able to manipulate the receipt of food aid by
the Sudanese people from the United States
and other donor countries as a devastating
weapon of war in the ongoing effort by the
Government of Sudan to subdue areas of
Sudan outside of the Government’s control.

(10) The efforts of the United States and
other donors in delivering relief and assist-
ance through means outside OLS have
played a critical role in addressing the defi-
ciencies in OLS and offset the Government of
Sudan’s manipulation of food donations to
advantage in the civil war in Sudan.

(11) While the immediate needs of selected
areas in Sudan facing starvation have been
addressed in the near term, the population in
areas of Sudan outside of the control of the
Government of Sudan are still in danger of
extreme disruption of their ability to sustain
themselves.

(12) The Nuba Mountains and many areas
in Bahr al Ghazal, Upper Nile, and Blue Nile
regions have been excluded completely from
relief distribution by OLS, consequently
placing their populations at increased risk of
famine.

(13) At a cost which can exceed $1,000,000
per day, and with a primary focus on pro-
viding only for the immediate food needs of
the recipients, the current international re-
lief operations are neither sustainable nor
desirable in the long term.

(14) The ability of populations to defend
themselves against attack in areas outside
the Government of Sudan’s control has been
severely compromised by the disengagement
of the front-line sponsor states, fostering the
belief within officials of the Government of
Sudan that success on the battlefield can be
achieved.

(15) The United States should use all
means of pressure available to facilitate a
comprehensive solution to the war,
including—

(A) the maintenance and
multilateralization of sanctions against the
Government of Sudan with explicit linkage
of those sanctions to peace;

(B) the support or creation of viable demo-
cratic civil authority and institutions in
areas of Sudan outside government control;

(C) continued active support of people-to-
people reconciliation mechanisms and efforts
in areas outside of government control;

(D) the strengthening of the mechanisms
to provide humanitarian relief to those
areas;

(E) cooperation among the trading part-
ners of the United States and within multi-
lateral institutions toward those ends; and

(F) the use of any and all possible unilat-
eral and multilateral economic and diplo-
matic tools to compel Ethiopia and Eritrea
to end their hostilities and again assume a
constructive stance toward facilitating a
comprehensive solution to the ongoing war
in Sudan.
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:
(1) GOVERNMENT OF SUDAN.—The term

‘‘Government of Sudan’’ means the National
Islamic Front government in Khartoum,
Sudan.

(2) IGAD.—The term ‘‘IGAD’’ means the
Inter-Governmental Authority on Develop-
ment.

(3) OLS.—The term ‘‘OLS’’ means the
United Nations relief operation carried out

by UNICEF, the World Food Program, and
participating relief organizations known as
‘‘Operation Lifeline Sudan’’.

SEC. 4. CONDEMNATION OF SLAVERY, OTHER
HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES, AND NEW
TACTICS BY THE GOVERNMENT OF
SUDAN.

Congress hereby—
(1) condemns—
(A) violations of human rights on all sides

of the conflict in Sudan;
(B) the Government of Sudan’s overall

human rights record, with regard to both the
prosecution of the war and the denial of
basic human and political rights to all Suda-
nese;

(C) the ongoing slave trade in Sudan and
the role of the Government of Sudan in abet-
ting and tolerating the practice; and

(D) the Government of Sudan’s increasing
use and organization of ‘‘murahalliin’’ or
‘‘mujahadeen’’, Popular Defense Forces
(PDF), and regular Sudanese Army units
into organized and coordinated raiding and
slaving parties in Bahr al Ghazal, the Nuba
Mountains, Upper Nile, and Blue Nile re-
gions; and

(2) recognizes that, along with selective
bans on air transport relief flights by the
Government of Sudan, the use of raiding and
slaving parties is a tool for creating food
shortages and is used as a systematic means
to destroy the societies, culture, and econo-
mies of the Dinka, Nuer, and Nuba peoples in
a policy of low-intensity ethnic cleansing.

SEC. 5. SUPPORT FOR THE IGAD PEACE PROCESS.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—Congress hereby—
(1) declares its support for the efforts by

executive branch officials of the United
States and the President’s Special Envoy for
Sudan to lead in a reinvigoration of the
IGAD-sponsored peace process;

(2) calls on IGAD member states, the Euro-
pean Union, the Organization of African
Unity, Egypt, and other key states to sup-
port the peace process; and

(3) urges Kenya’s leadership in the imple-
mentation of the process.

(b) UNITED STATES DIPLOMATIC SUPPORT.—
The Secretary of State is authorized to uti-
lize the personnel of the Department of State
for the support of—

(1) the secretariat of IGAD;
(2) the ongoing negotiations between the

Government of Sudan and opposition forces;
(3) any peace settlement planning to be

carried out by the National Democratic Alli-
ance and IGAD Partners’ Forum (IPF); and

(4) other United States diplomatic efforts
supporting a peace process in Sudan.

SEC. 6. INCREASED PRESSURE ON COMBATANTS.

It is the sense of Congress that the Presi-
dent, acting through the United States Per-
manent Representative to the United Na-
tions, should—

(1) sponsor a resolution in the United Na-
tions Security Council to investigate the
practice of slavery in Sudan and provide rec-
ommendations on measures for its eventual
elimination;

(2) sponsor a condemnation of the human
rights practices of the Government of Sudan
at the United Nations conference on human
rights in Geneva in 2000;

(3) press for implementation of the rec-
ommendations of the United Nations Special
Rapporteur for Sudan with respect to human
rights monitors in areas of conflict in Sudan;

(4) press for UNICEF, International Com-
mittee of the Red Cross, or the International
Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent
Societies, or other appropriate international
organizations or agencies to maintain a reg-
istry of those individuals who have been ab-
ducted or are otherwise held in bondage or
servitude in Sudan;
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(5) sponsor a condemnation of the Govern-

ment of Sudan each time it subjects civilian
populations to aerial bombardment; and

(6) sponsor a resolution in the United Na-
tions General Assembly condemning the
human rights practices of the Government of
Sudan.
SEC. 7. SUPPORTING SANCTIONS AGAINST

SUDAN.
(a) SANCTIONS.—Until the President deter-

mines, and so certifies to Congress, that the
Government of Sudan has—

(1) fully committed to and has made
verifiable progress toward a comprehensive,
peaceful solution to the war or has otherwise
committed to and made verifiable progress
in a good faith effort with both northern and
southern opposition toward a comprehensive
solution to the conflict based on the Declara-
tion of Principles reached in Nairobi Kenya,
on July 20, 1994,

(2) made substantial and verifiable
progress in controlling the raiding and slav-
ing activities of all regular and irregular
forces, including Popular Defense Forces and
other militias and murahalliin,

(3) instituted credible reforms with regard
to providing basic human and civil rights to
all Sudanese, and

(4) ceased aerial bombardment of civilian
targets,
the following are prohibited, except to the
extent provided in section 203(b) of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers Act
(50 U.S.C. 1702(b)) and in regulations, orders,
directives, or licenses that may be issued
pursuant to this section:

(A) The facilitation by a United States per-
son, including but not limited to brokering
activities of the exportation or reexportation
of goods, technology, or services from Sudan
to any destination, or to Sudan from any lo-
cation.

(B) The performance by any United States
person of any contract, including a financing
contract, or use of any other financial in-
strument, in support of an industrial, com-
mercial, public utility, or governmental
project in Sudan.

(C) Any transaction by any United States
person or within the United States that
evades or avoids, or has the purpose of evad-
ing or avoiding, or attempts to violate, any
of the prohibitions set forth in this section.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the sanctions in subsection
(a), and in the President’s Executive Order of
November 4, 1997, should be applied to in-
clude the sale of stocks in the United States
or to any United States person, wherever lo-
cated, or any other form of financial instru-
ments or derivatives, in support of a com-
mercial, industrial, public utility, or govern-
ment project or transaction in or with
Sudan.

(c) NATIONAL SECURITY WAIVER.—The
President may waive the application of any
of the sanctions described in subsection (a) if
he determines and certifies to Congress that
it is important to the national security of
the United States to do so.

(d) REPORT.—Beginning 3 months after the
date of enactment of this Act, and every 3
months thereafter, the President shall sub-
mit a report to Congress on—

(1) the specific sources and current status
of Sudan’s financing and construction of oil
exploitation infrastructure and pipelines;

(2) the extent to which that financing was
secured in the United States or with involve-
ment of United States citizens;

(3) such financing’s relation to the sanc-
tions described in subsection (a) and the Ex-
ecutive Order of November 4, 1997;

(4) the extent of aerial bombardment by
the Government of Sudan forces in areas
outside its control, including targets, fre-
quency, and best estimates of damage;

(5) the number, duration, and locations of
air strips or other humanitarian relief facili-
ties to which access is denied by any party
to the conflict; and

(6) the status of the IGAD-sponsored peace
process or any other ongoing efforts to end
the conflict, including the specific and
verifiable steps taken by parties to the con-
flict, the members of the IGAD Partners
Forum, and the members of IGAD toward a
comprehensive solution to the war.

(e) STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall prohibit—

(1) transactions for the conduct of the offi-
cial business of the Federal Government or
the United Nations by employees thereof;

(2) transactions in Sudan for journalistic
activity by persons regularly employed in
such capacity by a news-gathering organiza-
tion; or

(3) legitimate humanitarian operations.
(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—
(1) the term ‘‘entity’’ means a partnership,

association, trust, joint venture, corpora-
tion, or other organization;

(2) the term ‘‘Government of Sudan’’ in-
cludes the Government of Sudan, its agen-
cies, instrumentalities and controlled enti-
ties, and the Central Bank of Sudan;

(3) the term ‘‘person’’ means an individual
or entity; and

(4) the term ‘‘United States person’’ means
any United States citizen, permanent resi-
dent alien, entity organized under the laws
of the United States (including foreign
branches), or any person in the United
States.
SEC. 8. REFORM OF OPERATION LIFELINE SUDAN

(OLS).
It is the sense of Congress that the Presi-

dent should organize and maintain a formal
consultative process with the European
Union, its member states, the members of
the United Nations Security Council, and
other relevant parties on coordinating an ef-
fort within the United Nations to revise the
terms of OLS to end the veto power of the
Government of Sudan over the plans by OLS
for air transport relief flights.
SEC. 9. CONTINUED USE OF NON-OLS ORGANIZA-

TIONS FOR RELIEF EFFORTS.
(a) FINDING.—Congress recognizes the

progress made by officials of the executive
branch of Government toward greater utili-
zation of non-OLS agencies for more effec-
tive distribution of United States relief con-
tributions.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the President should continue
to increase the use of non-OLS agencies in
the distribution of relief supplies in southern
Sudan.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Presi-
dent shall submit a detailed report to Con-
gress describing the progress made toward
carrying out subsection (b).
SEC. 10. CONTINGENCY PLAN FOR ANY BAN ON

AIR TRANSPORT RELIEF FLIGHTS.
(a) PLAN.—The President shall develop a

detailed and implementable contingency
plan to provide, outside United Nations aus-
pices, the greatest possible amount of United
States Government and privately donated re-
lief to all affected areas in Sudan, including
the Nuba Mountains, Upper Nile, and Blue
Nile, in the event the Government of Sudan
imposes a total, partial, or incremental ban
on OLS air transport relief flights.

(b) ELEMENT OF PLAN.—The plan developed
under subsection (a) shall include coordina-
tion of other donors in addition to the
United States Government and private insti-
tutions.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 2 months after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Presi-
dent shall submit a classified report to Con-

gress on the costs and startup time such a
plan would require.

(d) REPROGRAMMING AUTHORITY.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, in car-
rying out the plan developed under sub-
section (a), the President may reprogram up
to 100 percent of the funds available for sup-
port of OLS operations (but for this sub-
section) for the purposes of the plan.
SEC. 11. NEW AUTHORITY FOR USAID’S SUDAN

TRANSITION ASSISTANCE FOR RE-
HABILITATION (STAR) PROGRAM.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—Congress hereby
expresses its support for the President’s on-
going efforts to diversify and increase effec-
tiveness of United States assistance to popu-
lations in areas of Sudan outside of the con-
trol of the Government of Sudan, especially
the long-term focus shown in the Sudan
Transition Assistance for Rehabilitation
(STAR) program with its emphasis on pro-
moting future democratic governance, rule
of law, building indigenous institutional ca-
pacity, promoting and enhancing self-reli-
ance, and actively supporting people-to-peo-
ple reconciliation efforts.

(b) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—Of the amounts
made available to carry out chapter 1 of part
I of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22
U.S.C. 2151 et seq:, relating to development
assistance) for the period beginning on Octo-
ber 1, 2000, and ending on September 30, 2003,
$16,000,000 shall be available for development
of a viable civil authority, and civil and
commercial institutions, in Sudan, including
the provision of technical assistance, and for
people-to-people reconciliation efforts.

(c) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITIES.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the
President is granted authority to undertake
any appropriate programs using Federal
agencies, contractual arrangements, or di-
rect support of indigenous groups, agencies,
or organizations in areas outside of control
of the Government of Sudan in an effort to
provide emergency relief, promote economic
self-sufficiency, build civil authority, pro-
vide education, enhance rule of law and the
development of judicial and legal frame-
works, support people-to-people reconcili-
ation efforts, or implementation of any pro-
grams in support of any viable peace agree-
ment at the local, regional, or national level.

(d) IMPLEMENTATION.—It is the sense of
Congress that the President should imme-
diately and to the fullest extent possible uti-
lize the Office of Transition Initiatives at
the Agency for International Development in
an effort to pursue the type of programs de-
scribed in subsection (c).

(e) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that enhancing and supporting edu-
cation and the development of rule of law are
critical elements in the long-term success of
United States efforts to promote a viable
economic, political, social, and legal basis
for development in Sudan. Congress recog-
nizes that the gap of 13–16 years without sec-
ondary educational opportunities in south-
ern Sudan is an especially important prob-
lem to address with respect to rebuilding and
sustaining leaders and educators for the next
generation of Sudanese. Congress recognizes
the unusually important role the secondary
school in Rumbek has played in producing
the current generation of leaders in southern
Sudan, and that priority should be given in
current and future development or transition
programs undertaken by the United States
Government to rebuilding and supporting
the Rumbek Secondary School.

(f) PROGRAMS IN AREAS OUTSIDE GOVERN-
MENT CONTROL.—Congress also intends that
such programs include cooperation and work
with indigenous groups in areas outside of
government control in all of Sudan, to in-
clude northern, southern, and eastern re-
gions of Sudan.
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SEC. 12. ASSESSMENT AND PLANNING FOR NUBA

MOUNTAINS AND OTHER AREAS
SUBJECT TO BANS ON AIR TRANS-
PORT RELIEF FLIGHTS.

(a) FINDING.—Congress recognizes that ci-
vilians in the Nuba Mountains, Red Sea
Hills, and Blue Nile regions of Sudan are not
receiving assistance through OLS due to re-
strictions by the Government of Sudan.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the President should—

(1) conduct a comprehensive assessment of
the humanitarian needs in the Nuba Moun-
tains, Red Sea Hills, and Blue Nile regions of
Sudan;

(2) respond appropriately to those needs
based on such assessment; and

(3) report to Congress on an annual basis
on efforts made under paragraph (2).
SEC. 13. OPTIONS OR PLANS FOR NONLETHAL AS-

SISTANCE FOR NATIONAL DEMO-
CRATIC ALLIANCE PARTICIPANTS.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Presi-
dent shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report, in classified
form if necessary, detailing possible options
or plans of the United States Government for
the provision of nonlethal assistance to par-
ticipants of the National Democratic Alli-
ance.

(b) CONSULTATIONS.—Not later than 30 days
after submission of the report required by
subsection (a), the President should begin
formal consultations with the appropriate
congressional committees regarding the
findings of the report.

(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘‘appropriate congressional committees’’
means the Committee on Foreign Relations
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
Senate and the Committee on International
Relations and the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on this measure, S. 1453.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given

permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, this
measure, sponsored by Senator FRIST,
passed the Senate Committee on For-
eign Relations in November of last
year. Sudan has been independent for
some 44 years. For 34 of those years, it
has been engaged in civil war. Entire
generations of Sudanese, in both north
and south, have grown up with war as
a regular part of their lives.
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Several national governments, mili-
tary and civilian, have come and gone.
Some, like the current regime, have
been militant Islamists. Others have

been moderate, the historical norm for
Islam in Sudan. All, however, at-
tempted, without much success, to sub-
due the rebellious south with military
force.

The cost in human life has been enor-
mous, approximately 2 million south-
ern Sudanese dead in the past 17 years.
There is no way to estimate the death
toll of the first 17 years of that war,
from 1956 to 1973.

Sudan has been implicated in an
American death toll, as well. In August
1998, two of our U.S. embassy buildings
in Africa were attacked by terrorists
with Sudanese support. The World
Trade Center in New York was at-
tacked in February 1993 with Sudanese
support.

Sudan is a Pandora’s box of maladies:
humanitarian suffering, civil war,
human rights violations, religious per-
secution, modern-day slavery, and
international terrorism. Most of it goes
along largely unnoticed by the rest of
the world.

This measure attempts to focus the
attention of our Nation on this tragedy
and report to the Congress on a regular
basis. Three decades of war is much too
long. It is time to end this war and end
the suffering that it has caused.

I urge my colleagues to support this
measure.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, first I want to commend
my distinguished colleague, the gen-
tleman New York (Mr. GILMAN), and all
the sponsors of this resolution both in
the House and in the Senate.

During the last 17 years, the civil war
in the Sudan has resulted in 2 million
people being killed or starving to
death. It is long overdue that this in-
credibly bloody and brutal conflict
come to an end.

Our legislation condemns the most
heinous atrocities perpetrated by the
government of Sudan and its allied
rebel groups. We specifically condemn
the use of raiding and making slaves of
vast numbers of innocent men, women,
and children.

The government of Sudan obviously
will have to be pressured by the inter-
national community to negotiate a
peace agreement with opposing groups.
Unfortunately, Sudan continues to re-
ceive huge oil revenues, given the cur-
rent high prices of oil; and they may
not be willing to negotiate peace unless
international pressure is brought to
bear on them.

If Sudan would like to see an end to
its international isolation, the time is
long overdue, Mr. Speaker, to stop kill-
ing innocent civilians and to get about
the serious business of making peace.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this legislation.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in strong support of S. 1453, the Sudan
Peace Act. At the outset, I would like to com-
mend the principal Senate sponsor, Senator
FRIST, as well as our colleague J.C. WATTS

who introduced the companion measure, H.R.
2906.

The Government of Sudan’s genocidal reli-
gious war against the non-Muslim peoples of
southern Sudan have turned the south into—
in the words of one Sudanese priest—‘‘the hell
of the earth.’’ Enslavement, calculated starva-
tion, forced conversion, and the aerial bom-
bardment of civilian targets such as schools,
churches, and hospitals, are still methods of
terror favored by the National Islamic Front
government. Unfortunately, Khartoum has also
begun generating the revenue it needs to ex-
tend its self-described jihad by developing Su-
danese oil resources.

S. 1453 is an important first step toward ad-
dressing the crisis in that war-torn region.
Among other things, the bill:

Condemns slavery and the other human
rights violations perpetrated by the Khartoum
regime;

Expresses support for the ongoing peace
process in that region;

Expresses the sense of the Congress relat-
ing to the improvement of relief services in the
south of Sudan;

Authorizes an additional $16 million for re-
habilitation assistance to areas of Sudan not
controlled by the government in the north; and

Requires the President to report to Con-
gress on several aspects of the conflict, as
well as on options available to the United
States for providing non-lethal assistance to
members of the National Democratic Alliance.

These are all good things. But the horrors of
Sudan—which have already claimed more
than 2 million lives—demand more than ex-
pressions of concern and new reporting re-
quirements. They require concrete action.

For this reason, I offered an amendment at
Subcommittee markup that reinstated certain
sanctions language that was present in both
the House- and Senate-introduced versions of
the bill. Unless the President can certify that
Khartoum has made significant progress to-
ward peace and respect for human rights, the
language prohibits U.S. corporations and indi-
viduals from brokering goods, technology, or
services to or from Sudan. It also prohibits
U.S. corporations and individuals from per-
forming contracts or using financial instru-
ments in support of the Government of Su-
dan’s industrial or commercial projects. It ex-
presses the sense of Congress that these pro-
visions should apply to the sale of stocks and
other financial instruments in the United States
or to U.S. persons. In sum, these provisions
are meant to keep the Khartoum regime from
using U.S. capital markets to underwrite its
genocide.

We have already expressed the sense of
the House this Congress, when we voted 416
to 1 to condemn the Khartoum regime’s geno-
cide against the south. it’s time to act on those
convictions and pass S. 1453.

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in strong support of S. 1453, the Sudan Peace
Act. Since coming to Congress, I have de-
voted a substantial amount of time with my
colleagues in the House International Rela-
tions Subcommittee on Africa to finding solu-
tions to the horrible current situation in Sudan.
Over the last 2 years we have held hearings
and passed House Concurrent Resolution 75
condemning the government of Sudan which
has continued to harass, bomb, murder and
enslave the mainly Christian population in the
south. But now is the time for real action.
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The Sudan Peace Act addresses the hu-

manitarian concerns that are devastating this
nation and also calls for the administration to
take a more active role in addressing the
peace process and condemning the actions of
the government of Sudan. The bill will hope-
fully make the situation in Sudan more market-
able for this administration.

The bill condemns the human rights viola-
tions and overall human rights record of the
government of Sudan. It condemns the ongo-
ing slave trade and the role of the government
in organizing raiding and slaving parties on the
people of the South.

The current ban of Operation Lifeline
Sudan, imposed by the government of Sudan,
and humanitarian relief has resulted in the
deaths of thousands of Sudanese and medical
epidemics of astounding proportions. The pop-
ulation of the largest displaced camps doubled
and, overall, the number of those who have
fled just the Blue Nile region increased from
63,000 in May to near 80,000 by the end of
June. This adds to the almost 2 million that
have already died in the war-torn country.

On November 19, 1999 the Senate passed
the bill—whose centerpiece is a provision call-
ing for the President to take actions through
our U.N. envoy to pressure the government of
Sudan and develop a comprehensive solution
to the problems in Sudan. The House version
of this bill introduced last September and
passed by the International Relations Com-
mittee this month was the same as the Senate
version but included a substantial difference.
We felt very strongly that without language
levying sanctions against Sudan, we would
continue down the path we have pursued for
the last couple of years, namely passing reso-
lutions and holding hearings but having no
change in the government of Sudan’s policies.
We now have a bill that has real teeth and
has a chance to send a message to the gov-
ernment of Sudan. It is time for the leaders of
Sudan to get the message and stop perse-
cuting Christians and other minorities in the
South.

If you think the situation in Sudan will fade
away or somehow correct itself, you are sadly
mistaken. In fact, a recent U.N. report accused
the Sudanese Government of using an airfield
built with Chinese assistance to bomb schools
and hospitals in the South. In addition, we
have recently learned that Sudan has acquired
34 new jet fighters from China, doubling the
size of the country’s air force. We can no
longer turn our head when it comes to the sit-
uation in Sudan. I would encourage this Con-
gress and this administration to act now be-
fore the government of Sudan continues to
evolve and before the Chinese increase their
foothold in Sudan. The longer we wait without
substantive changes to our policy in Sudan,
the more innocent people will get killed and
the more the government of Sudan will court
friends to help them in their evil bidding.

I would encourage my colleagues to accept
the House version of S. 1453 the Sudan
Peace Act, and pass it here today. The time
has come for this Congress and this adminis-
tration to act on Sudan.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HANSEN). The question is on the motion

offered by the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the Senate bill,
S. 1453, as amended.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

CONDEMNING ASSASSINATION OF
FATHER JOHN KAISER AND OTH-
ERS IN KENYA

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 410)
condemning the assassination of Fa-
ther John Kaiser and others who
worked to promote human rights and
justice in the Republic of Kenya.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 410

Whereas Father John Kaiser, a Catholic of
the Order of the Mill Hill Missionaries and a
native of Minnesota who served as a mis-
sionary in the Kisii and Ngong Dioceses in
the Republic of Kenya for 36 years advo-
cating the rights of all Kenyans, was shot
dead on August 23, 2000;

Whereas Father Kaiser was a frequently
outspoken advocate on issues of human
rights and against the injustice of govern-
ment corruption in Kenya;

Whereas fellow priests have stated that Fa-
ther Kaiser had told them the night before
he was killed that he feared for his life;

Whereas the brutal murders of Father
Stallone, Father Graiff, and Father Luigi
Andeni, all of the Marsabit Diocese, and the
circumstances of the murder of Brother
Larry Timons of the Nakuru Diocese, and
that of Father Martin Boyle of the Eldoret
Diocese have not yet been satisfactorily in-
vestigated nor have the perpetrators of the
murders been brought to justice, raising
growing concern over the rule of law and the
justice system in Kenya;

Whereas Father Kaiser’s death is one more
example of the hostile actions being directed
against Kenyan civil society and in par-
ticular human rights groups and advocates;

Whereas the report of a Kenyan govern-
mental commission, known as the Akiwumi
Commission, on the investigation into the
politically motivated ethnic violence be-
tween 1992–1997 in Kenya’s Great Rift Valley,
has not yet been released, in spite of several
requests by numerous church leaders and
human rights organizations to have the
Commission’s findings released to the public;

Whereas documents were found on Father
Kaiser’s body that he had intended to hand
over to the Akiwumi Commission;

Whereas the Kenyan Human Rights Com-
mission has expressed the fear that the
progress in the struggle for democracy, the
rule of law, respect for human rights, and
the basic needs of all Kenyans achieved dur-
ing the last few years is jeopardized by the
current Kenyan Government;

Whereas the Kenyan Human Rights Com-
mission has expressed concern over the con-

tinued blatant violations of the rule of law
and the constitution, acts of torture, and
murder and rape by the Kenyan security
forces;

Whereas private armies that work with the
police are known to exist in Kenya and the
Government of Kenya encourages informal
repression as a means of intimidating and
denying citizens their rights; and

Whereas the human rights movement in
Kenya is in need of international support
and solidarity for the important work they
are doing: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the Congress—

(1) condemns the violent deaths of Father
John Kaiser and others who worked to pro-
mote human rights and justice in the Repub-
lic of Kenya and expresses its outrage with
respect to such deaths;

(2) calls for an independent investigation of
such deaths, in addition to the initiatives of
the Government of Kenya;

(3) calls on the Secretary of State, acting
through the Assistant Secretary for Democ-
racy, Human Rights, And Labor, to prepare
and submit to the Congress, not later than
December 15, 2000, a report on the progress of
the independent investigation and initiatives
of the Government of Kenya described in
paragraph (2);

(4) calls for the findings of such inde-
pendent investigation to be made public; and

(5) calls on the President to support such
independent investigation through all diplo-
matic means.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Con. Res. 410.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given

permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this resolution. An out-
spoken and passionate defender of the
poor, the weak and the oppressed, Fa-
ther John Kaiser was shot and killed
just 1 month ago. His killer still re-
mains at large.

Although Father Kaiser knew that he
was in danger, his courage and compas-
sion never left him. He is one of a dis-
tressingly long line of clergy who have
been murdered in Africa.

Eight years ago, five American nuns
from Illinois were killed by Charles
Taylor’s NPFL soldiers in Liberia. We
are still waiting for their killers to be
brought to justice. We must not let 8
years slip by with no resolution of Fa-
ther Kaiser’s case. We owe it to him
and to the voiceless on whose behalf he
spoke with such energy, devotion, and
commitment. We also owe it to the fu-
ture of democracy and the rule of law
in Kenya.
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As the theologian, Reinhold Niebuhr,

wrote, ‘‘Man’s capacity for justice
makes democracy possible; but man’s
inclination to injustice makes democ-
racy necessary.’’

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to
fully support this measure.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I speak with great feel-
ing on this legislation because I intro-
duced this legislation; and obviously, I
rise in strong support of the measure.

This measure condemns the assas-
sination of Father John Kaiser and
others who fought for human rights
and justice in Kenya.

Father Kaiser worked as a mis-
sionary in Kenya for over 30 years, was
highly respected by all Kenyans whose
lives he touched. He was an outspoken
champion of human rights and justice
in Kenya. But the government arrested
him, placed him under house arrest,
and eventually contributed to his as-
sassination.

Prior to his death, Mr. Speaker, Fa-
ther Kaiser confided in family and
friends that he feared for his life. On
August 23, 2000, just a few months ago,
his body was found shot to death on a
road not far from his home. Kenyan po-
lice immediately ruled out suicide, but
there are few clues regarding his mys-
terious death.

I strongly applaud our Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation for becoming in-
volved in the effort to solve the crime,
which took away one of the finest
Americans ever to serve in Africa.

I strongly urge all of my colleagues
to support H. Con. Res. 410 in memory
of Father Kaiser.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
GILMAN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 410.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on International Relations be
discharged from further consideration
of the Senate concurrent resolution (S.
Con. Res. 146) condemning the assas-
sination of Father John Kaiser and
others in Kenya, and calling for a thor-
ough investigation to be conducted in
those cases, a report on the progress
made in such an investigation to be
submitted to Congress by December 15,
2000, and a final report on such an in-
vestigation to be made public, and for
other purposes, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
concurrent resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the Senate concur-

rent resolution, as follows:
S. CON. RES. 146

Whereas Father John Kaiser, a Catholic of
the Order of the Mill Hill Missionaries and a
native of Minnesota, who for 36 years served
as a missionary in the Kisii and Ngong Dio-
ceses in the Republic of Kenya and advocated
the rights of all Kenyans, was shot dead on
Wednesday, August 23, 2000;

Whereas Father Kaiser was a frequently
outspoken advocate on issues of human
rights and against the injustice of govern-
ment corruption in Kenya;

Whereas fellow priests report that Father
Kaiser spoke to them of his fear for his life
on the night before his assassination;

Whereas the murders of Father Stallone,
Father Graife, and Father Luigi Andeni, all
of Marsabit Diocese in Kenya, the cir-
cumstances of the murder of Brother Larry
Timors of Nakaru Diocese in Kenya, the
murder of Father Martin Boyle of Eldoret
Diocese, and the murders of other local
human rights advocates in Kenya have not
yet been fully explained, nor have the per-
petrators of these murders been brought to
justice;

Whereas the report of a Kenyan govern-
mental commission, known as the Akiwumi
Commission, on the government’s investiga-
tion into tribal violence between 1992 and
1997 in Kenya’s Great Rift Valley has not yet
been released in spite of several requests by
numerous church leaders and human rights
organizations to have the Commission’s find-
ings released to the public;

Whereas, after Father Kaiser’s assassina-
tion, documents were found on his body that
he had intended to present to the Akiwumi
Commission;

Whereas the nongovernmental Kenyan
Human Rights Commission has expressed
fear that the progress achieved in Kenya dur-
ing the last few years in the struggle for de-
mocracy, the rule of law, respect for human
rights, and meeting the basic needs of all
Kenyans is jeopardized by the current Ken-
yan government; and

Whereas the 1999 Country Report on
Human Rights released by the Bureau of De-
mocracy, Human Rights, and Labor of the
Department of State reports that the Ken-
yan Government’s ‘‘overall human rights
record was generally poor, and serious prob-
lems remained in many areas; while there
were some signs of improvement in a few
areas, the situation worsened in others.’’:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress—

(1) condemns the violent deaths of Father
John Kaiser and others who have worked to
promote human rights and justice in the Re-
public of Kenya and expresses its outrage at
those deaths;

(2) calls for a thorough investigation of
those deaths that includes other persons in
addition to the Kenyan authorities;

(3) calls on the Secretary of State, acting
through the Assistant Secretary of State for
Democracy, Human Rights, and Labor, to
prepare and submit to Congress, by Decem-
ber 15, 2000, a report on the progress made on
investigating these killings, including, par-
ticularly, a discussion of the actions taken
by the Kenyan government to conduct an in-
vestigation as described in paragraph (2);

(4) calls on the President to support inves-
tigation of these killings through all diplo-
matic means; and

(5) calls for the final report of such an in-
vestigation to be made public.

The Senate concurrent resolution
was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

A similar concurrent resolution (H.
Con. Res. 410) was laid on the table.

f

RELATING TO REESTABLISHMENT
OF REPRESENTATIVE GOVERN-
MENT IN AFGHANISTAN

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 414) re-
lating to the reestablishment of rep-
resentative government in Afghani-
stan, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 414

Whereas Afghanistan has existed as a sov-
ereign nation since 1747, maintaining its
independence, neutrality, and dignity;

Whereas Afghanistan had maintained its
own decisionmaking through a traditional
process called a ‘‘Loya Jirgah’’, or Grand As-
sembly, by selecting, respecting, and fol-
lowing the decisions of their leaders;

Whereas recently warlords, factional lead-
ers, and foreign regimes have laid siege to
Afghanistan, leaving the landscape littered
with landmines, making the most funda-
mental activities dangerous;

Whereas in recent years, and especially
since the Taliban came to power in 1996, Af-
ghanistan has become a haven for terrorist
activity, has produced most of the world’s
opium supply, and has become infamous for
its human rights abuses, particularly abuses
against women and children;

Whereas the former King of Afghanistan,
Mohammed Zahir Shah, ruled the country
peacefully for 40 years, and after years in
exile retains his popularity and support; and

Whereas former King Mohammed Zahir
Shah plans to convene an emergency ‘‘Loya
Jirgah’’ to reestablish a stable government,
with no desire to regain power or reestablish
a monarchy, and the Department of State
supports such ongoing efforts: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the United States—

(1) supports democratic efforts that respect
the human and political rights of all ethnic
and religious groups in Afghanistan, includ-
ing the effort to establish a ‘‘Loya Jirgah’’
process that would lead to the people of Af-
ghanistan determining their own destiny
through a democratic process and free and
fair elections; and

(2) supports the continuing efforts of
former King Mohammed Zahir Shah and
other responsible parties searching for peace
to convene a Loya Jirgah—

(A) to reestablish a representative govern-
ment in Afghanistan that respects the rights
of all ethnic groups, including the right to
govern their own affairs through inclusive
institution building and a democratic proc-
ess;

(B) to bring freedom, peace, and stability
to Afghanistan; and

(C) to end terrorist activities, illicit drug
production, and human rights abuses in Af-
ghanistan.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN).
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Con. Res. 414.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given

permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to
commend the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CAMPBELL) for crafting this
important initiative. I wish to com-
mend the gentleman from California
(Mr. ROHRABACHER) for his expertise re-
garding Afghanistan and the Loya
Jirgah process.

I strongly endorse H. Con. Res. 414,
legislation that expresses the sense of
Congress that the United States sup-
ports the former Afghan king, Moham-
med Zahir Shah’s, initiative to convene
an emergency Loya Jirgah, a Grand
Assembly, to establish a democratic
government in Afghanistan.

During the times of Afghan national
crises, it is traditional to hold a Grand
Assembly to democratically consider
means and methods to tackle signifi-
cant problems. The power behind the
Loya Jirgah is its assurance that all
groups within Afghanistan will be
equally represented in a historic effort
to resolve the crisis at hand.

As the Taliban has extended its sway
over Afghanistan, it has grown increas-
ingly extremist and anti-Western, with
its leaders proclaiming that virtually
every aspect of Western culture vio-
lates their version of Islam.

In addition to restrictions against
women, such as barring them from
holding jobs or traveling unaccom-
panied by a male relative, ancient and
cruel forms of punishment, such as
stoning, have been revived.

The Taliban also continues to give
refuge to Osama bin Laden, the Saudi
terrorist who plots against American
citizens and who may have been re-
sponsible for the bombing of the de-
stroyer U.S.S. Cole.

Disturbingly, Taliban leaders, who
have made narcotics the economic base
of their regime, view the drug trade
itself as a potential weapon. Viewing
the West and the many pro-Western
countries in the Muslim world as cor-
rupt, the Taliban have no compunction
against trafficking in narcotics.

The United States should firmly sup-
port this Grand Assembly process so
that Afghanistan can begin again to
play a constructive role in the world
and so that the Afghan people can live
in peace.

Accordingly, I fully urge our col-
leagues to support H. Con. Res. 414.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I first want to commend
my colleagues, the gentleman from
California (Mr. CAMPBELL) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER), for taking the lead on this
most important issue.

Afghanistan has existed as an inde-
pendent and sovereign nation from the
middle of the 18th century. But in re-
cent times, under the rule of the
Taliban, it has sunk to unprecedented
levels of depth in all aspects of every-
day living.
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Afghanistan today is the country on
the face of this planet where the rights
of women are least observed and most
abused. Afghanistan has given haven to
some of the worst terrorist groups on
the face of this planet. The former king
of Afghanistan, who ruled his country
peacefully for 40 years, is now asking
for a grand assembly, which is the tra-
ditional method in Afghanistan for set-
tling policy issues. I strongly support
this call, although the chances of its
success are certainly not assured, but
clearly the goal of this grand assembly
would be to restore to the Afghan peo-
ple their fundamental human rights; to
reestablish representative government
in that country; to rebuild civil insti-
tutions; to bring stability; and most
importantly, to end the terrorist ac-
tivities and the appalling human rights
abuses which prevail in Afghanistan
today.

I call on all of my colleagues to join
us in approving this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from California
(Mr. LANTOS) for his strong support of
this measure. I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER), the vice
chairman of our Committee on Inter-
national Relations and chairman of the
Subcommittee on Asia and the Pacific.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I
begin by thanking the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, as a cosponsor of H.
Con. Res. 414, this Member is pleased to
rise in strong support of this measure
and to commend the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CAMPBELL)
for introducing the resolution.

The Committee on International Re-
lations considered this resolution on
October 3, 2000, and this Member wishes
to express appreciation to the distin-
guished gentleman from New York (Mr.
GILMAN), the chairman of the Com-
mittee on International Relations, for
expeditiously moving this measure to
the floor and thank the minority for
their cooperation.

Unfortunately, the situation in Af-
ghanistan largely has disappeared from
the U.S. Government’s collective radar
screen in recent years. This is despite
the fact that Afghanistan has become a
haven for terrorist activity, including
Osama bin Laden; that it seems to have

become a major drug producing coun-
try; and that the Taliban are extraor-
dinarily intolerant toward women, mi-
norities, and non-Muslims.

It is also important to understand
that Afghanistan has been the scene of
a lengthy and devastating civil war,
one which has resulted in millions of
casualties. In the past few days, a re-
newed Taliban offensive resulted in an
estimated 135,000 Afghans fleeing north
into Tajikistan in the aftermath of a
battle where the Taliban was vic-
torious. Moreover, the violence in Af-
ghanistan is spilling over into its
neighboring countries. Uzbekistan,
Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan, and others are
fighting armed Islamic militants who
have become trained over the years in
Afghanistan. To the south, individuals
seeking to turn Pakistan into a mili-
tant Islamic state, a nuclear-armed one
at that, are on the rise. In addition,
there are stories of Afghan fighters
traveling as far as Chechnya to battle
anyone who disagrees with their ex-
treme social and religious views.

There are courageous individuals who
are trying to help Afghanistan find a
way out of this circle of violence. A
number of Afghans from around the
world have looked to Afghanistan’s his-
tory and are seeking to convene a
grand council, or Loya Jirgah. This is
a forum where leaders from around Af-
ghanistan would be allowed to air their
views and to resolve their differences.
It is not clear whether this effort
would succeed. Clearly, the Taliban op-
poses the convening of a grand council;
but it certainly is a long-shot effort
worth trying in order to end this vio-
lence that has plagued Afghanistan for
decades.

Mr. Speaker, this Member urges this
body to approve H. Con. Res. 414.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER), the sponsor of this resolu-
tion, who has a very special expertise
in matters of Afghanistan.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker,
the Taliban represent one of the great
threats to stability and peace and civil-
ity on this planet. They, in fact, rep-
resent an aspect of Islam that if ac-
cepted and if influencing other areas of
the world will have a tremendously,
tremendously negative impact on the
peace of the world but also the well-
being of women who are in these Mus-
lim countries who would then become
chattel and treated like slaves, which
is what happens under the Taliban’s
rule.

The Taliban is anti-Western beyond
belief. They treat their own people like
tyrants, and vicious tyrants at that.
They are engaged in terrorism against
the West. They are involved up to their
eyeballs in the drug trade. One-third of
all of the world’s heroin is grown in
Taliban-controlled territory in Afghan-
istan. These people are evil, and they
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pose a threat to the Western world; but
also they pose a threat to those posi-
tive elements among the Muslim world
that would seek to be part of the world
community and are responsible in their
behavior and believe in the Western-
style democracy or at least Western-
style freedom for their people.

Unfortunately, over the years, as I
have worked with the pro-Western ele-
ments within Afghanistan, I have been
undermined over and again by our own
State Department. This administra-
tion, and I really am sorry that I have
to say this on the floor, this adminis-
tration I honestly believe has had a
policy, a covert policy, of supporting
the Taliban, believing that the Taliban
will at least create stability in Afghan-
istan. This is like the stability that
Adolf Hitler brought to Europe, or the
stability that prison guards bring to a
prison. Yet we know that the Taliban’s
repression, their involvement with
drugs and terrorism, is almost uncon-
scionable.

Now, why do I say this administra-
tion has failed on this point? Because
the administration has time and again
undermined efforts on this Congress-
man’s part to support those people who
are opposing the Taliban in Afghani-
stan. My efforts and the efforts of
other moderate Muslims have been un-
dermined over and over again. In fact,
this administration disarmed the oppo-
sition, was part and parcel of dis-
arming the opposition to the Taliban,
who then moved forward and wiped out
their opposition in northern Afghani-
stan. It is a horrendous, horrendous
legacy that we have to deal with now
that this administration’s policies have
led to bolstering this horrible regime.

I would ask that this resolution be
supported because it does offer another
alternative. There is a king of Afghani-
stan who is pro-Western and a very rea-
sonable person and tried to lead his
country, where women had their rights
respected under the former king. He
was overthrown at a time just before
the Soviet Union invaded Afghanistan.
We need to work with that former king
to bring about a democratic govern-
ment. The people are not fanatics in
Afghanistan. They are devoted Mus-
lims, but they are not fanatics like the
Taliban. They are dedicated people who
love their families; yet they have been
abandoned after their fight with the
Soviet Union; they have been aban-
doned to forces like the Taliban.

Let me just say that the Taliban, by
and large, and I know this very well be-
cause I, probably the only Member of
this body now, was in Afghanistan dur-
ing the war, fighting the Russians with
the Mujadin, and I was there in 1988
with the Mujadin and I know the com-
manders. The Taliban are not the
Mujadin who fought the Russians. Un-
fortunately, once the Mujadin had de-
feated the Russians, the United States
walked away and we did not support
the type of elements that would have
created a more positive country in Af-
ghanistan, and other anti-Western

Muslim countries moved in to get con-
trol of the drug trade and to create this
monstrous regime.

We need to reassert ourselves and to
become a positive force for the people
of Afghanistan so they can determine
their own destiny through elections,
and this Loya Jirgah would be the first
step in doing that. That is part of their
culture.

I would like to commend the gen-
tleman from New York (Chairman GIL-
MAN), who over the years of me trying
to find peace and getting rid of this
horrible Taliban regime, he has been so
active and supportive of my efforts,
and over and over again he joined with
me in calling for the State Department
to provide me the documents to find
out if indeed our State Department had
this horrible policy of supporting the
Taliban, and the State Department has
not provided us the documents that we
need to determine whether or not these
charges are false or not.

What does that say if the State De-
partment is unwilling to provide those
documents? So I would like to com-
mend the gentleman from New York
(Chairman GILMAN). He has done so
much for the cause of peace and justice
in this part of the world and to create
a more stable world, especially con-
cerning the Taliban.

I would ask for my colleagues to sup-
port H. Con. Res. 414.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) for his strong support of this
measure and for his kind words. I
thank the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BEREUTER) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROHRABACHER) for com-
ing to the floor in support of this meas-
ure.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 414, as
amended.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

CONCERNING VIOLENCE IN
MIDDLE EAST

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 426)
concerning the violence in the Middle
East.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CON. RES. 426

Whereas the Arab-Israeli conflict must be
resolved by peaceful negotiation;

Whereas since 1993 Israel and the Palestin-
ians have been engaged in intensive negotia-
tions over the future of the West Bank and
Gaza;

Whereas the United States, through its
consistent support of Israel and the cause of
peace, made the current peace process pos-
sible;

Whereas the underlying basis of those ne-
gotiations was recognition of the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO) by Israel in
exchange for the renunciation of violence by
the PLO and its Chairman Yasser Arafat,
first expressed in a letter to then-Israeli
Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin dated Sep-
tember 9, 1993, in which Mr. Arafat stated:
‘‘[T]he PLO renounces the use of terrorism
and other acts of violence, and will assume
responsibility over all PLO elements and
personnel in order to assure their compli-
ance, prevent violations and discipline viola-
tors.’’;

Whereas as a result of those negotiations,
the Palestinians now fully control over 40
percent of the West Bank and Gaza, with
over 95 percent of the Palestinian population
under the civil administration of the Pales-
tinian Authority;

Whereas as a result of peace negotiations,
Israel turned over control of these areas to
the Palestinian Authority with the clear un-
derstanding and expectation that the Pal-
estinians would maintain order and security
there;

Whereas the Palestinian Authority, with
the assistance of Israel and the international
community, created a strong police force, al-
most twice the number allowed under the
Oslo Accords, specifically to maintain public
order;

Whereas the Government of Israel made
clear to the world its commitment to peace
at Camp David, where it expressed its readi-
ness to take wide-ranging and painful steps
in order to bring an end to the conflict, but
these proposals were rejected by Chairman
Arafat;

Whereas perceived provocations must only
be addressed at the negotiating table;

Whereas it is only through negotiations,
and not through violence, that the Palestin-
ians can hope to achieve their political aspi-
rations;

Whereas even in the face of the desecration
of Joseph’s Tomb, a Jewish holy site in the
West Bank, the Government of Israel has
made it clear that it will withdraw forces
from Palestinian areas if the Palestinian Au-
thority maintains order in those areas; and

Whereas the Palestinian leadership not
only did too little for far too long to control
the violence, but in fact encouraged it: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the Congress—

(1) expresses its solidarity with the state
and people of Israel at this time of crisis;

(2) condemns the Palestinian leadership for
encouraging the violence and doing so little
for so long to stop it, resulting in the sense-
less loss of life;

(3) calls upon the Palestinian leadership to
refrain from any exhortations to public in-
citement, urges the Palestinian leadership to
vigorously use its security forces to act im-
mediately to stop all violence, to show re-
spect for all holy sites, and to settle all
grievances through negotiations;

(4) commends successive Administrations
on their continuing efforts to achieve peace
in the Middle East;

(5) urges the current Administration to use
its veto power at the United Nations Secu-
rity Council to ensure that the Security
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Council does not again adopt unbalanced res-
olutions addressing the uncontrolled vio-
lence in the areas controlled by the Pales-
tinian Authority; and

(6) calls on all parties involved in the Mid-
dle East conflict to make all possible efforts
to reinvigorate the peace process in order to
prevent further senseless loss of life by all
sides.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, would
not somebody in opposition have time
allotted to them in opposition to the
resolution?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TOS) opposed to the resolution?

Mr. LANTOS. No, Mr. Speaker. I
favor the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) oppose the resolution?

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, yes, I do,
in its current form.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) will control the time in opposi-
tion.

Mr. RAHALL. How much time, Mr.
Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Twenty
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Con. Res. 426.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given

permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H. Con. Res. 426. The
past several weeks have seen the situa-
tion in the Middle East spiral almost
out of control. The underlying cause is
that PLO Chairman Yassir Arafat is
attempting to dictate Israeli conces-
sions at the negotiating table through
the unbridled use of violence; but this
Congress, together with our friends in
Israel and elsewhere, must join in say-
ing no to that sort of violence.

As Israeli Prime Minister Ehud
Barak said today, at the moment the
Palestinian Authority and Arafat have
chosen the path of conflict. With vio-
lence they will not gain a thing. We
will know how to operate and stand

united against violence to win, closed
quote.

The current massive and funda-
mental violations of the Oslo Accords
is apparently intentional, as under-
scored when the leaders of the Pales-
tinian Tanzim paramilitary forces in
the West Bank said last week that his
organization would escalate the con-
frontations with Israel and not try to
calm the situation. Marwan Barghuti
said, and I quote, ‘‘This blessed
Intifada is looking ahead and the mass
activity is moving forward,’’ closed
quote.

Mr. Speaker, it has been especially
troubling to see the reaction to these
troubles in the Arab world and the
broader international community. An
Arab summit fixed all the blame for
the current violence on Israel.

b 1615
It called for rollbacks and freezes in

Arab relationships with Israel and
made no reference to any of the conces-
sions that Israel has made in the peace
process. It implicitly endorses the use
of force by the Palestinians.

In the United Nations, things are lit-
tle better. Countries whose leaders
should know better, such as France and
Spain, which have faced violence in
their own streets, ganged up against
Israel in endorsing an awful, one-sided
resolution.

I was gratified that Israel, the ad-
ministration and its friends, including
Members of Congress phoning ambas-
sadors, succeeded in persuading 46
member states to abstain, even though
only four joined the United States and
Israel in voting ‘‘no.’’

I want to commend those nations
which could see their way to either ab-
staining or voting ‘‘no.’’ I am submit-
ting a list of those nations voting on
all sides of the issue for printing in the
RECORD at the close of my remarks.

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is time that
the Congress go on record on one side
or the other on this issue. That is why
I felt compelled to introduce this reso-
lution on behalf of myself; the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. GEJDEN-
SON), the ranking minority member on
the Committee on International Rela-
tions; our distinguished majority lead-
er, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
ARMEY); and our distinguished minor-
ity leader, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. GEPHARDT), condemning this
Palestinian violence and expressing
congressional support for the people of
Israel in this time of crisis. On this
measure we now have nearly 160 co-
sponsors.

This measure is also sponsored by a
lengthy bipartisan list of Members of
this body, which is a significant indica-
tion to the Palestinians that you can-
not have if both ways. The government
of Israel has made it clear to the world
with regard to its commitment to
peace time and time again, and yet we
see that the Palestinian response has
been more violence.

The facts on the ground also make it
absolutely clear at this time that the

Palestinians are in no position to be
trusted as the custodian of another re-
ligion’s holy sites.

I believe it is patently clear that
Israel today does not have a peace
partner, and that Prime Minister
Barak is right to call for a time out
until the true intentions of the Pal-
estinians can be understood.

Accordingly, the resolution we are
now considering finds that the Pales-
tinian leadership not only did far too
little for far too long to stop the vio-
lence, but in fact encouraged that vio-
lence. The resolution therefore con-
demns those actions, and urges the
Palestinian leadership to vigorously
use its security forces to stop all vio-
lence, to show respect for all holy sites,
and to settle all grievances through ne-
gotiations, something our President
has been attempting to do.

I must register my great disappoint-
ment that the administration merely
abstained during the latest Pales-
tinian-inspired U.N. Security Council
resolution, which blamed everything
on Israel. Our congressional response
urges the administration to use its
veto power at the U.N. Security Coun-
cil to make certain that such appease-
ment does not again pass unchallenged.

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, I urge all
of my colleagues to support the pend-
ing resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield 10
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), and I ask unani-
mous consent that he be permitted to
yield time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.
Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend for

yielding me time, and I want to thank
him for introducing this resolution,
which I strongly support.

At the outset, Mr. Speaker, let me
express on behalf of all of us in this
body our regret at the tragic deaths
which have resulted from the violence
that broke out in the Middle East. As a
grandfather of 17, I particularly regret
the death of children, although I recog-
nize that there was a reckless and cyn-
ical exploitation of children by the
Palestinian leadership. Children have
no place in such violent demonstra-
tions, and their reckless exploitation I
think stands self-condemned.

Mr. Speaker, once again the situa-
tion in the Middle East has turned
from efforts to resolve the conflict
peacefully to a new wave of violence
that undermines the basis for peace be-
tween Israelis and Palestinians.

No one is more supportive of the Mid-
dle East peace process than I am, Mr.
Speaker. I also support the efforts to
assist the Palestinians in their attempt
towards moving towards self-govern-
ment, increasing their economic well-
being, and facilitating their coopera-
tion in all areas with the Israelis.
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The current wave of violence, how-

ever, Mr. Speaker, is simply unaccept-
able. It is undermining the very basis
for peace, the notion that Palestinians
and Israelis can live together.

In 1993, at Oslo, the principle of rec-
onciliation was that the Palestinian
leadership renounce violence as a
means of achieving their political
aims. In the last few weeks it has be-
come obvious that Arafat and his group
are unwilling to live up to this com-
mitment.

At Camp David, the government of
Israel made sweeping proposals that
moved the two sides closer than they
have ever been in reaching a historic
agreement and reconciliation. Instead
of making a counterproposal to this
most important move, Arafat has en-
couraged, promoted, and abetted vio-
lence and refused to engage in further
negotiations.

Even after an international summit
prescribed the way of winding down
this violence, the Palestinians contin-
ued their violent actions. These actions
now show dangers of spilling over into
other countries and have the potential
of becoming a regional crisis. I there-
fore believe, Mr. Speaker, it is impor-
tant that our resolution move forward
at this time.

Under our resolution, Congress ex-
presses its solidarity with the state
and people of Israel, condemns the
Arafat leadership for doing so little to
stop the violence, calls upon that lead-
ership to refrain from further encour-
agement of violence and to show re-
spect for all holy sites, and to settle all
grievances through negotiations. Our
resolution commends past and present
administrations in their effort to find
balanced resolutions to this long-
standing conflict.

Now all the parties in the region need
to step back and to try to find the way
to end this violence and to return to
the negotiating table. That will not
come very fast. We need to pass this
resolution today to ensure that the
Congress of the United States sends a
clear message in support of peace and
the State of Israel.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support H. Con. Res. 426.

Mr. Speaker, I submit for the RECORD
the results of the General Assembly
vote on Israeli actions in occupied ter-
ritory.

ANNEX TO MR. GILMAN’S REMARKS

[SOURCE: GENERAL ASSEMBLY PLENARY PRESS
RELEASE GA/9793 EMERGENCY SPECIAL SESSION
20 OCTOBER 2000 14TH MEETING (PM)]

‘‘Vote on Israeli Actions in Occupied
Territory’’

‘‘The Assembly adopted the resolution on
illegal Israeli actions in occupied East Jeru-
salem and the rest of the occupied Pales-
tinian territory (document A/ES–10/L.6) by a
recorded vote of 92 in favour to 6 against,
with 46 abstentions, as follows:’’

‘‘In favour: Algeria, Andorra, Argentina,
Armenia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Ban-
gladesh, Belgium, Belize, Bolivia, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Cape Verde,
Chile, China, Colombia, Co

ˆ
te d’Ivoire, Cuba,

Cyprus, Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Finland, France, Gambia, Ghana, Greece,
Guinea, Guyana, India, Indonesia, Iran, Ire-
land, Jamaica, Jordan, Kuwait, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Libya, Lux-
embourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico, Monaco,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar,
Namibia, Nepal, Oman, Pakistan, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Republic
of Korea, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal Singapore, South Africa, Spain, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria,
Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukraine,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.’’

‘‘Against: Federated States of Micronesia,
Israel, Marshall Islands, Nauru, Tuvalu,
United States.’’

‘‘Abstain: Albania, Antigua and Barbuda,
Australia, Barbados, Benin, Bulgaria, Cam-
eroon, Canada, Costa Rica, Croatia, Czech
Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, El
Salvador, Estonia, Fiji, Germany, Grenada,
Guatemala, Haiti, Hungary, Iceland, Italy,
Japan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Lat-
via, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Poland,
Romania, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines,
Samoa, San Marino, Sierra Leone, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Sweden, The former Yugoslav Re-
public of Macedonia, Tonga, United King-
dom.’’

‘‘Absent: Afghanistan, Angola, Bahamas,
Belarus, Bhutan, Cambodia, Chad, Congo,
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Domi-
nica, Equatorial Guinea, Eritrea, Gabon,
Honduras, Kiribati, Lesotho, Malawi, Nige-
ria, Palau, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia,
Solomon Islands, Trinidad and Tobago,
Turkmenistan, Uganda, Uzbekistan,
Vanuatu.’’

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to H. Con. Res. 426 concerning the
violence in the Middle East. If this
body wishes to pass a resolution of sup-
port for Israel, then let us do it hon-
estly, straightforwardly; not this way.
Not through a resolution that is rife
with bias and prejudice against the
Palestinian people.

This resolution could have a lasting
adverse impact upon our goal of peace
in the Middle East. We are talking
about peace between two peoples here,
not between political factions in Israel
and Palestine; factions that never want
peace in the first place.

Regrettably, the language of this res-
olution is not balanced. It is not a
straightforward vote of solidarity in
support for Israel. If it were, I would
not be standing here today. In sum, by
passing this resolution, we abandon our
role as an honest broker and take a
step that undermines negotiations be-
tween Israel and the Palestinians.

Our words and our actions do bear
consequences. In the past, we have
passed resolutions in this body that do
not reflect our greater interest and
evenhandedness, and, as a result, peo-
ple have suffered.

We should be standing here today,
Mr. Speaker, urging both parties in-
stead to return to the negotiating table

and help them find their way back on a
path toward peace. Instead, we have a
resolution before us that is an indict-
ment of the Palestinian people’s desire
for peace; and, indeed, it is an indict-
ment of the Israeli people’s desire for
peace as well. This resolution con-
demns one side, and it inflames pas-
sions to do the opposite of continuing
the peace process.

The true heirs to peace in the region,
the peoples of Israel and Palestine,
want the killing to stop. I know there
is a deep despair, if you will, among
Palestinians that they will never be
able to live as a free and independent
people. There is a feeling of frustration
among the Palestinians that their lives
mean less than Israeli lives. I know
that the people of Israel have their le-
gitimate concerns about the security of
their borders.

We as Americans know and Israelis
and Palestinians know that there is no
military solution to the terribly dif-
ficult solutions that have made the
Middle East a region of tension and
conflict for so long. In today’s climate,
when at this very moment sees our se-
curity forces in parts of the Middle
East on the highest of security alerts,
this body must act in a manner that is
in the best interests of our country and
the security interests of America, Mr.
Speaker, instead of passing provocative
resolutions of this nature.

This resolution is about bashing the
Palestinians as though they have not
lost more than 130 lives in the conflict,
as though innocent Palestinian fathers
and sons have not been gunned down as
they walked home, innocent of the con-
flict around them. We cannot ignore
the fact that an American Red Cross
worker was gunned down when he tried
to intervene to save the child and his
father.

I condemn these excessive and brutal
actions, just as I strongly condemn the
mob-lynching mentality of Israeli sol-
diers by Palestinians. I would note that
Chairman Arafat said that he would
conduct an investigation, and those re-
sponsible for this grueling act are in
custody.

There is a line in this resolution that
says perceived provocation should be
subject only to negotiation, not vio-
lence. That line, of course, refers to the
fact that Ariel Sharon deliberately
timed his visit to the Nobel Sanctuary,
accompanied by more than 1,000 Israeli
security units. Sharon made his trip
because he wanted to create strife
among Palestinians, because creating
strife among Palestinians would help
him and those who follow him get rid
of Prime Minister Barak’s efforts to-
ward peace, putting the Likud back in
power in Israel.

It is about politics, not about peace,
and, after all, the Israeli Knesset does
return to session this Sunday, and the
usual blackmailers in that country are
at work.

This resolution only helps the ex-
tremes on both sides, those who never
wanted the peace process to succeed in
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the first place. It plays directly in the
hands of Prime Minister Barak’s en-
emies, enemies of peace in the Middle
East. He knows it, and I would even
have my serious doubts whether Prime
Minister Barak would want to see this
resolution pass in its present form.

For 7 long years, hard years, the U.S.
has been the proud father of the peace
process. We have worked as an honest
broker in the Middle East. But we all
know that to be an honest broker, you
must be without bias. This resolution
will do more to silence the proud U.S.
role as an honest broker than all of the
conflict of the region can do, for there
is no honesty in the biased language of
this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 41⁄2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BERMAN).

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I want to commend the
chairman of the committee and our
ranking member, the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. GEJDENSON), as well
as the leadership of both Houses for in-
troducing this resolution and bringing
it up for a vote at this time.

This is the time for this House to ex-
press its solidarity with the state and
the people of Israel. Back in September
of 1993, Chairman Arafat wrote in a let-
ter to Prime Minister Yitzak Rabin,
the PLO renounces the use of terrorism
and other acts of violence, and will as-
sume responsibility over all the PLO
elements and personnel in order to as-
sure their compliance, prevent viola-
tions and discipline violators.
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In July of 2000, Prime Minister Barak
made a proposal to the Palestinian Au-
thority, the successor to the PLO, pro-
viding for statehood for the Palestin-
ians, for withdrawal and secession of 90
percent of the land to the Palestinian
state, for removal of jurisdiction of
Israel and sovereignty of Israel from a
substantial number of settlements now
occupied by Israelis and, where the
Israelis are now living, for substantial
control in the city of Jerusalem, in-
cluding two of the four quarters of the
old city of Jerusalem, as well as a num-
ber of Palestinian areas within the mu-
nicipal boundaries of Jerusalem.

That offer was rejected. As the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS),
my friend, pointed out, no counter-
proposal was made. There is a mythol-
ogy going on here. There are two
myths, which I would like to deal with.
One is that the violence that we are
seeing now was triggered by the trip,
by Ariel Sharon to the Temple Mount.
There are quotes throughout July and
throughout August from Palestinian
leaders, from officials in the Pales-
tinian authority, which indicate that
now is the time as Yasser Arafat found
that world opinion was against his re-
jection and failure to make a counter
to the Israeli proposal at Camp David,

that now is the time to resume the
Intifada. Those quotes included ref-
erences to the fact that this Intifada
will not simply be an Intifada of
stones, but that the substantial
amount of weaponry now held in the
hands of Palestinians and the Pales-
tinian Fatah militia would be utilized
in this Intifada.

Sharon’s trip was a pretext. It was
not a reason for this violence. This vio-
lence had been planned. The quotations
are out there, and the people of this
Chamber, and the people of this coun-
try should understand that.

The tragedy of this, the young people
who have died, in some cases the inno-
cent people have died. But another one
of the myths is that this is caused by
rock-throwing young people with an
excessive Israeli response.

Read yesterday’s U.S. Today, ambu-
lance drivers bringing rocks and am-
munition to Palestinian militia, ambu-
lance drivers claiming to be on a hu-
manitarian mission, getting out of
their ambulance and shooting assault
weapons at Israeli troops. The fact is
the general conventional belief about
what is going on there is not accurate.

Mr. Speaker, I urge people to look
more closely at what is happening and
at this effort to try an armed uprising.
This is the time for this resolution. I
urge the body to adopt it.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER).

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in opposition to House Concurrent
Resolution 426, and I do so reluctantly
out of my deep respect for the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. GILMAN),
chairman of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. I, in fact, origi-
nally cosponsored this bill at the re-
quest of the gentleman from New York
(Chairman GILMAN), because of my
deep admiration for how he has han-
dled himself and he had done a fair,
very fair job in being the chairman of
our committee; and I was hoping that I
would have the opportunity possibly to
amend the bill to correct some of the
unevenness parts of this legislation.

Unfortunately, I will not have a
chance to amend it, and so I have to
oppose it. It is appropriate, as I am cer-
tain was the intent of the gentleman
from New York (Chairman GILMAN), for
the United States to be a force for
peace in the Middle East, but we can-
not do this by just at this time declar-
ing that we are totally in favor of one
side, which is what this bill does.

This bill unamended will not further
the cause of peace. Instead of reaching
out to those in Israel and Palestine
who are committed to compromise and
finding a just peace for all people in
the region, this legislation simply and
unequivocably backs up one side of the
conflict. That is not how peace will be
achieved.

America should be an even-handed
peacemaker. Our goal should be a se-
cure Israel living at peace with its
neighbors; but in achieving this noble,

yet difficult goal, justice for the Pales-
tinian people has to be part of the for-
mula. And that is why this has been
able to go on for so long, because no
one has been willing to accept that the
Palestinians and their rights have to
be brought into consideration.

All of these years, they have been ig-
nored and treated as nonhuman beings;
and they have legitimate claims that
need to be addressed and honestly ad-
dressed. And, as I say, for so long, it
was total intransigence even dealing
with them.

Mr. Speaker, passing a resolution
that condemns the Palestinian author-
ity for the current violence on the
West Bank, yet ignores the fact that of
the 110 people killed that only 2 have
been Israeli and over 100 have been Pal-
estinian. This will not help the cause of
peace. Ignoring that Ariel Sharon, a
former Israeli defense minister, incited
the current violence, he knew what
would happen if he went there. And he
went there anyway.

Any of the information that the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BERMAN),
my good friend, said was available, to
say there was a potential for violence,
he knew. Yet, this defense minister ar-
rogantly and irresponsibly went on this
provocative trip to a Muslim Holy site.

This will not help our country to end
the cycle of violence by simply ignor-
ing that this act took place and that
was what sparked this violence. There
are people of good will on both sides,
and we should be siding with them, the
people of good will on both sides, rath-
er than unconditionally backing up one
side.

The policy of unquestioning support
has undermined the willingness to
compromise, which is what has kept
this dispute festering for decades. Just
as we should condemn the United Na-
tions resolution, which was one sided,
as this bill would do, let us not commit
the same offense by passing one-sided
resolutions that take us out of the role
of being an even-handed peacemaker.

Seeking a secure Israel and justice
for the Palestinian people is an enor-
mously difficult endeavor, but one that
deserves our best effort. This resolu-
tion does not further that cause, and I
will have to oppose it.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER)

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me the
time, and I first want to associate my-
self with the remarks of all who have
said that we ought to condemn vio-
lence wherever we find it.

Mr. Speaker, I think everybody in
this House agrees with that premise. I
think we ought to also agree with the
premise that the United States really
is the best hope for resolution of the
peace process as an honest broker. I
agree with that premise, but agreeing
with that premise does not, in my opin-
ion, adopt another premise, and, that
is, that the United States ought not to
call things as it sees it.
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That we do not adopt the facts as we

find them. I find the facts to be as have
been stated on this floor, that the two
parties share a great enmity for one
another, but I believe that one of those
parties, Israel, has accepted the
premise that they will exist in an area
with Palestinians and with Arabs.

Regrettably, however, I must say to
my friends that I am not sure that the
Palestinians have accepted the premise
that they will live in a neighborhood
with the Israelis. It is my view that
that is the nub of the problem.

Mr. Speaker, because that is the nub
of the problem, it is appropriate for us
to say so, and it is appropriate for us to
urge both sides, but particularly, Mr.
Arafat—and I say to my friend, the
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL), who is a dear and good friend of
mine—that I think Mr. Arafat does
have a responsibility, and to exercise
that responsibility, to articulate to his
people whom he leads, that peace is the
only avenue to bring resolution, and
that the 40,000 police force that he
commands should, in fact, make a
greater effort to maintain peace.

We know they cannot do it perfectly,
but we would urge them, and do so in
this resolution, to accomplish peace in
the Middle East through reconciliation
and not violence.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. DINGELL), our dean of the
House of Representatives, and my dear
friend.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I do
thank my good friend, the gentleman
from West Virginia, for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in very sad oppo-
sition to this legislation out of respect
for my dear friend, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN), chairman of
the Committee on International Rela-
tions, who is one of the great chairmen
of the history of this institution, par-
ticularly of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

I am satisfied that those who have
spoken for this resolution do so in the
best of good faith, and I express my re-
spect and my affection for each of
them, Mr. Speaker. But this resolution
is not in the interests of the United
States. It is not in the interests of
Israel. It is not in the interests of the
Palestinians, and it is not in the inter-
ests of peace. I think that the United
States has to look to see what its pur-
poses in this area of the Middle East,
which has had so much trouble for so
long, are.

The United States has one goal and
one purpose here, peace, and, very
frankly, the continued existence of the
state of Israel. But without a recogni-
tion of the role which we must play in
this area, there will be no peace. And
unless the United States has the cour-
age to recognize that we have to be an
honest broker in the area, trusted by
all parties there and visible working
for peace in the most objective and fair
fashion, there will probably be no peace

and we will see to peace and there will
be no success for the United States in
carrying out this great purpose.

The simple fact of the matter is, if
we look at this legislation, the lan-
guage of it makes it very plain, it con-
demns one side. I am not going to rise
to say who is at fault here. I think that
is something that needs a greater
amount of time and debate. I want to
rise to urge my colleagues to recognize
the proper function of the United
States, that of an honest, impartial re-
spected, independent, honest broker.
Unless we accept that responsibility,
we will not be able to achieve the nec-
essary trust in the area.

As I speak and as we sit here and as
this matter is debated, the Middle
East, Israel and Palestine are slipping
towards a war. That war is not in the
interests of the world, in the interests
of Israel or in the interests of the Pal-
estinians, and it is assuredly not in the
interests of the United States.

I would urge my colleagues, reflect,
first of all, as to whether it is in the in-
terests of the United States to take
sides in this matter, and very much so,
whether it is in the interests of the
United States to take sides in a matter
on which we are the only Nation in the
world who can speak as honest brokers,
who can convene the parties to work
together to eliminate a threatened war
and a conflict. Hundreds of people have
already died. More will die unless this
country does something about it.

But to take sides, to ship weapons, to
engage in support or castigation of one
side, is not the way that we serve our
purpose, the purposes of the world, the
purposes of peace or the purposes of the
Palestinians or the purposes of the
Israelis.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
stand really for peace, to recognize the
responsibility of the ability and the in-
terests of the United States require us
to be an honest broker, not a partisan,
not a participation in castigation of
one side or another, but rather leader
in an attempt to see to it that the par-
ties convene and talk.

Ask yourself if someone were to put
out a resolution like this when we had
a border difficulty with your neighbor,
if that would engage you to accept
them as the impartial mediator of the
differences between you and that
neighbor. I think the answer is very
simple. It would not. If we have lis-
tened to the discussions today, the dis-
cussions have said one thing amongst
those who support the legislation, and,
that is, that the supporters of the leg-
islation as well as the resolution casti-
gate the Palestinians. Ask yourself if
that works for peace, ask yourself if
that enables us to function as honest
brokers.
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Ask yourself if that is going to en-
able us to speak with the respect and
the trust of both sides to them about
the need for peace, and ask yourself
whether you could expect to function

as an honest broker and to encourage
the parties to work together.

Mr. Speaker, there is little enough
goodwill in the area now. There is ha-
tred and ill will on both sides, and peo-
ple are dying. I am not going to say
who is at fault in this matter, because
I do not believe that that is the func-
tion of this debate, nor is it in the in-
terest of the United States to get our-
selves in a position where we are obvi-
ous partisans of one side. But, if we
read the language, if we listen to the
remarks, ask ourselves, have these dis-
cussions talked about how we can,
through this resolution, fulfill the
great purposes and functions which can
be those of the United States, by work-
ing for a meaningful, lasting peace; by
achieving the trust of both sides; by
holding the willingness of both sides to
work together to resolve the dif-
ferences.

It is with a very heavy heart that I
see the killings over there, and I ob-
serve the numbers of people who have
died. It is also with a very heavy heart
that I see how many people are going
to die, and when I see how the United
States is throwing away, with this kind
of resolution, the opportunity to
achieve lasting peace for Israel and for
the Palestinians, for the Middle East,
and for the United States.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposition to
the legislation before us. I do not question the
sincerity of the authors of this resolution. Like
me, they watched the bloodshed in the Occu-
pied Territories and Israel with heavy hearts.
However, this legislation seems much more to
do with the American electoral process than
with the crisis in the Middle East. I do not
want any of my colleagues to think that by op-
posing this legislation you oppose Israel. This
is not a referendum on the American relation-
ship with Israel.

Viewed objectively, this legislation is simply
not in the best interest of the United States,
Israel, or the Palestinians, and is damaging to
the prospects of peace in the Middle East. It
focuses on assigning blame for violence rather
than stopping it. It is unfair and biased, and in
condemning only one side of this conflict, it
jeopardizes the American ability to negotiate
peace as a fair and honest broker. It also en-
dangers American lives and economic inter-
ests, and places our Arab allies in a precar-
ious position. It is precisely reactionary meas-
ures like the one before us that builds up so
much ill-will toward America, the only nation
with the ability to negotiate peace between
Israel and its neighbors. This places Israel in
a much more dangerous, isolated position.

Mr. Speaker, it is irresponsible to be debat-
ing and voting on this measure as President
Clinton, Prime Minister Barak and President
Arafat work to end the violence. It will already
be difficult enough for Barak and Arafat to
calm their people; this resolution throws rhe-
torical fuel on the fire that is dangerously close
to burning out of control.

When the violence abates, the Palestinian
Authority, Israel and the world will rely on the
United States to get the peace process back
on track. We must not let our personal emo-
tions cloud our judgment. It is our duty, and
our government’s duty, to work as a peace
facilitator, not as a judge or partisan.
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The Palestinians and Israelis have much to

resolve without fighting for the sympathy of the
American government and public. The Israelis
must realize that the Palestinians have a legiti-
mate right to an independent state and to re-
turn to their homes, just as the Palestinians
must realize Israel has a right to exist and de-
sires safety and security. Both sides must rec-
ognize that the status of Jerusalem is pro-
foundly important to Palestinians and Israelis
alike, and that the holy sites are sacred to
Jews, Muslims, and Christians. It must be
known that the sanctity of life is a shared
value. America can help the parties under-
stand their differences and similarities only if
all parties trust us.

I do wonder why this legislation, in pinning
blame solely on the Palestinians, fails to ex-
plain why Palestinians are angry, mention
Ariel Sharon’s provocation march through al-
Haram as-Sharif, or note the tactics employed
by Israeli soldiers, who have been criticized by
the United Nations and the Israeli press for re-
sponding to rocks with bullets. We must not
treat this as a black and white issue.

The jobs of President Clinton, Ehud Barak,
and Yasser Arafat are not easy. I do not envy
them. As Yitzhak Rabin stated moments be-
fore he was assassinated, ‘‘Without partners
for peace, there can be no peace.’’ President
Clinton must, despite all that has been said
and done, keep Barak and Arafat together as
partners in peace. Barak and Arafat must con-
vince highly skeptical publics that the other is
a partner. We must not undermine their efforts
by passing this resolution. I would urge my
colleagues to act responsibility for the sake of
the United States, Israel, the Palestinian Au-
thority, and the peace process. Vote down this
resolution.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. LEACH), a senior member of our
Committee on International Relations.

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, this is
clearly the most difficult time for
Israel since the 1967 war. It is the most
difficult time for the United States in
the Middle East since the Gulf War,
and perhaps ever. In circumstances like
these, one of the great questions is:
What are the basics? I think the basics
are threefold.

One is that we are a bedrock ally of
Israel and always will be. The second is
that we have to be a committed
facilitator for peace. The third is that
we have to be respectful of differing
views, philosophies, and religions.

The problem at the moment and the
reason fundamentally behind this reso-
lution is that the third aspect, the re-
spect for differing views, is harder in a
circumstance where the most progres-
sive proposal for change was placed on
the table, turned back, and no counter-
proposal was put forth. This spring, we
were all hopeful that we would see res-
olution of these extraordinary issues
come in an early time frame, based on
the fact that Mr. Barak was clearly
placing his political life on the line for
progressive change, given the fact that
the Palestinians and Mr. Arafat seemed
in a mood to compromise, and given
the fact that an American President
had committed himself to be a peace
facilitator.

Now the question is, is there any al-
ternative to the peace process? Obvi-
ously, there is only one, and that is
war. So, while this resolution, I be-
lieve, will receive the general support
of this body, although with respectful
opposition, it is clear that the Congress
has to go on very strong record in the
context of this resolution of saying
that above all, we only want peace,
that there is no desire for increased
conflict between the Muslim world and
the Judeo-Christian traditions, and
above all, there is no desire for any-
thing except a fair and reasoned com-
promise on all sides for the issues of
the day, a compromise that can allow
people in the region to live in har-
mony. That is what the Congress de-
sires.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent, so that the debate
will not be stifled, that the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN) and the
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) each be granted 5 additional
minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). Without objection, the
gentleman from New York (Mr. GIL-
MAN) and the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. RAHALL) each will have an
additional 5 minutes.

There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from New York (Mr. GILMAN)
will now have 71⁄2 minutes remaining,
and the gentleman from West Virginia
(Mr. RAHALL) has 10 minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 21⁄2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. WAXMAN).

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

Does it help us move toward peace in
the Middle East for the United States
to deny the reality of what is hap-
pening today in the Middle East and to
turn its back on our staunchest ally,
the only democracy in the Middle
East? I have to tell Members of this
Chamber that we should not, in the
earnest hope for peace, turn our backs
on Israel. We ought to adopt this reso-
lution and stand in solidarity with the
people of Israel.

Let us look at the events. A peace
process brought, through our efforts,
the head of the Palestinian Authority
and the Prime Minister of Israel to-
gether to try to work out a settlement.
Prime Minister Barak offered the most
generous settlement that anyone ever
imagined he would; and he was rejected
by Arafat, the President of the Pales-
tinian Authority. Chairman Arafat was
unresponsive to this proposal and then
went home and, either because he did
not have the ability to stop it or the
conviction to rein it in, permitted the
paramilitary forces to engage in mob
fury. Chairman Arafat’s unresponsive-
ness to the tremendous proposals put
forth indicates that he has very little
credibility as a partner for peace.

What else did he do? He opened up
the prison doors and let 100 Hamas and
Islamic Gihad prisoners out, which is a
green light for them to strap bombs on
their backs, go into civilian popu-
lations and blow up people, to engage
in the worst kind of terrorism.

Mr. Speaker, the loss of life on both
sides has been tragic, but the refusal of
Chairman Arafat to do anything now
except to run to international organi-
zations that have always been biased
against Israel and urge them to adopt
resolutions to internationalize the con-
flict, to try to point fingers at Israel
alone, makes it incumbent on us in the
United States, the only superpower in
the world, the only country that says
to people around the world, follow us
into democracy, stick with us and we
will stick with you; it is incumbent
upon us to stand with Israel and to
urge the parties to go back to the table
if they can, but only understanding
that the United States supports
Israel’s right to exist and supports
them in this terrible conflict.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 21⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. ROTH-
MAN).

Mr. ROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

I say to my colleagues, America’s
number one ally in the Middle East,
our strategic partner and our dear
friend for 52 years, the State of Israel,
is today fighting for its very life. Our
friend, the State of Israel, who helped
us in the Persian Gulf War against Sad-
dam Hussein and in so many other cri-
ses in the region and on a day-to-day
basis when, as our military is de-
scribed, America’s aircraft carrier in a
sea of trouble, is fighting for its very
life.

We remember who fought against us
in the Persian Gulf War. Chairman
Arafat and the Palestinian Authority
supported Saddam Hussein against
America and its allies. Chairman
Arafat rejected an offer for an inde-
pendent state for the Palestinian peo-
ple just a few months ago, an offer
made by Prime Minister Barak of
Israel. He did not like the terms. What
did he do? He was supposed to, under
the Oslo Accords, continue negotiating.
Instead, he walked out, made no
counteroffer, left the negotiating table.
Days later, violence ensued and lots of
innocent people have been killed.

The Palestinian people deserve a
leader who will negotiate peace with-
out resorting to violence. Until they
get such a leader, the people of the
United States need to stand with their
friend, the only democracy in the re-
gion, America’s strategic partner; the
only democracy in the region who was
traditionally called Satan by the peo-
ple of the region, along with America,
as the Great Satan. We wish peace for
all of the peoples of the region. They
are all good people; they deserve peace
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and democracy. Until the Palestinian
Authority gets leaders who are com-
mitted to peace and can rein in their
extremists, just as Israel needs to rein
in their extremists, we will not have
peace.

Support America’s friend until the
other side is willing to come back to
the negotiating table and negotiate a
peace and not send their children into
the street to be killed for CNN’s pur-
poses.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 4 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, as we conclude this de-
bate, certainly I have no illusions as to
the outcome, just as I believe nobody
in this body or in the region or in the
world has any illusions about the out-
come if, truly, as the previous speaker
has said, that Israel is fighting for its
very life. That is certainly speaking
from emotions, and this is an emo-
tional moment in the region. But who
can deny the outcome of gun ships and
helicopter gunfire and smart bombs,
precision targeting, pinpoint targeting,
one of the most well-equipped armies
in the world, against the Palestinian
people? Who could deny that outcome?
Who even thinks that this truly is a
war of all wars?

I understand a lot of the accusations
that have been made and leveled by my
friends and supporters of this resolu-
tion, and a lot of that cannot be com-
pletely denied. If there is one accurate
statement that can be said about this
part of the world and the way of life in
this region, it is the fact that no side is
without their share of the blame, no
side is without their share of mis-
calculations, no side is without their
share of inflammatory statements,
pandering to their domestic opponents.
All of these statements could describe
all sides of the fighting in this region.

Mr. Speaker, I truly believe that we
in this body have a higher responsi-
bility, not to get involved in internal
divisions of any country in the region,
not to point fingers, not to take so ob-
vious a side at so obvious an emotional
moment; not to speak and take actions
that can be perceived in some parts of
the world, although not reality, but
can be perceived as the law of the Con-
gress when we take actions. We have a
responsibility not to take those pro-
vocative actions in this body. Granted,
we have taken and passed a number of
resolutions over the decades, some of
which I have supported, that have
jumped up at the moment to address
what many of us feel is the best sense
of peace in the Middle East.

However, we are not secretaries of
state in this body. I believe that we
have a responsibility, while recog-
nizing what is truly in our hearts,
while recognizing our support, as I
have today and in the past for our ally,
Israel and the region, recognizing our
legitimate concerns for the security of
its borders; but we have a responsi-
bility. We have a responsibility at this
particular time to take action that re-
flects the thinking in our heads.

As I noted earlier, today we see our
armed forces in parts of the Middle
East on the highest state of security
alert than we have seen in several
years. Now, for us to come through
with an action of this nature could
very well be misinterpreted by some in
the region who do not understand that
this is merely a resolution and does not
carry the force of law, but it is still
perceived as an expression of this body
that can have devastating effects in
the minds of those who in the region
have only violence in their heads, who
have only suicide missions on their
agenda, and who truly have never been
for the peace process to begin with.
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There are those extremists on all

sides in the region who have never been
for the peace process. If we are to sup-
port this administration and their role
as an honest broker and President Clin-
ton’s Herculean efforts day in and day
out, continuous without fatigue, as he
works nonstop to bring the sides to the
negotiating table, our role today
should be to call for a cessation of vio-
lence in a nonpartisan, in a truly objec-
tive manner, and urge the parties to
come back to the peace process.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, as the senior Member of this body
said earlier, the United States and we,
as Members of Congress, must not
abandon our role as an honest broker
and take a step that this resolution
would do that undermines negotiations
between Israel and the Palestinians.
We must heed the advice of the execu-
tive branch that has urged opposition
to this resolution, both the National
Security Council and the Department
of State.

Because although our words may
seem removed from the violence that
has engulfed the region, they do mat-
ter, and people listen. Instead of pass-
ing resolutions that condemn one side
and further inflame passions, we should
urge both parties to return to the nego-
tiating table and to help them find
their way back on a path toward peace.
This resolution does not do that.

We should offer words of consolation
for all the loss of life and injuries. We
should call for acts of violence to be
halted on all sides in the conflict and
call upon all parties to find ways back
to the negotiating table no matter how
difficult that task may be. We should
not be engaging in taking sides and
thereby further inflaming the rage and
the despair.

Mr. Speaker, I would remind my col-
leagues of the United Nations Security
Council resolution that was adopted on
October 7, dealing with the violence in
the Middle East. The United States did
not veto that. It chose to abstain be-
cause it felt that preserving the great-
er U.S. interests of remaining neutral
in the conflict would, in fact, bring us
further toward the peace that we all
desire.

We also need to keep a number of
things in mind. There have been over
130 deaths in this region of the world,
almost all of them Palestinians, more
than a quarter of them under the age of
18, and almost all of them in an area
that was supposed to be under the con-
trol of the Palestinian Authority.

The reason for this conflict, Mr.
Speaker, is because the Oslo Accords
were not implemented. The Israeli
Army still controls over 60 percent of
the West Bank, a considerable amount
of the Gaza Strip. It was clear that, un-
less we fully implemented the Oslo Ac-
cords, there was going to be conflict.

In fact, we ought to recognize as
well, if we were to do an evenhanded
resolution, that the deliberately pro-
vocative act of Ariel Sharon in going
to al-Haram al-Sahrif, or otherwise
known as the Temple Mount, was a de-
liberate, conscious act. He was warned
against doing that, yet, he took an en-
tourage of more than 1,000 soldiers.

The Secretary of State, Madeline
Albright, criticized that visit as ex-
tremely provocative. But to many Pal-
estinians, that visit was a show of mili-
tary might, a blatant reminder of mili-
tary solutions sought in the past. It
was a humiliating message of dis-
respect to Palestinians and the Arab
world. That is not how we bring about
peace in the world and particularly in
the Middle East.

We as Americans, the rest of the
international community, the Israelis,
and the Palestinians should know that
there is no military solution to these
terribly difficult issues that have made
the Middle East a region of tension and
violence for far too long.

In fact, the presence of Israeli tanks
and helicopter gunships in Palestinian
territories has only reinforced the de-
spair among Palestinians that they
will never be able to live free and inde-
pendently. That is the source of the vi-
olence. That must be addressed.

The Oslo Accords should have been
implemented. In fact, since the Oslo
Accords 7 years ago, the roads that
have been built that have not been
opened to Palestinians has further con-
strained their lives. Parameters are set
upon their lives, around their lives
that show that there is no hope for the
future. It is out of that desperation
that we see people sacrificing their
lives, that we see people exhibiting real
hatred for the situation that they have
been put under.

We have a responsibility to address
that hatred, to try to find a common
goal for the Middle East, one of peace
and reconciliation, economic independ-
ence. We could only do that if we try to
serve, as the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. DINGELL) said, the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL) has said, if
we try to serve as an honest broker,
representing the views of both sides in
this conflict.

This resolution accomplishes nothing
except to make Members of the Con-
gress look good. That is not our objec-
tive. What we should be trying to do is
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creating a better life for all people
around the world in a fair and honest
manner so that we can have a sustain-
able and just peace.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. CARDIN).

(Mr. CARDIN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the resolution.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS).

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, there
have been many calls for the United
States to be an honest broker. I share
those calls. We have been an honest
broker since President Carter brought
the parties together at Camp David,
but there were two willing parties. We
can be an honest broker when both
sides are eager to move towards peace,
as President Sadat and Prime Minister
Begin did.

Arafat’s latest contribution to this
dialogue was to tell the Prime Minister
of Israel to go to hell. It is difficult to
be an honest broker under those cir-
cumstances. Under those cir-
cumstances, our job is to stand up with
the only political democracy in the en-
tire Middle East that has gone way be-
yond anything that anybody in this
body thought would be offered the Pal-
estinians and, as a reward, had a walk-
out by Arafat and the fermenting of an
uprising. This resolution must be
passed as the overwhelming voice of
the conscience.

We all grieve for every single person
who lost his life. All lives are of equal
value. But the cynical exploitation of
little children who are sent into harm’s
way with financial rewards is not very
impressive. It is the most cynical ex-
ploitation of the young who do not
know any better.

Peace has to come, but in order for
peace to come, both parties must be
willing to return to the negotiating
table with good intentions and the de-
termination that was present at Camp
David.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, let me
again say that there is enough blame
to go around on all sides in this part of
the world. There is a lot of finger
pointing today. But it is incumbent
upon this body at this crucial time in
the region to step back to urge the
party to stop the inflammatory state-
ments on both sides, on all sides, and
there have been those statements as I
referred to earlier, in order to show the
bravo, in order to play to the factions
within one’s own side in that region.

But this body has a higher responsi-
bility not to get involved in that, but,
rather, to urge the parties to get back
to the negotiating table, as President
Clinton and Secretary of State
Albright have so excellently tried to do
in Egypt and continue to do this very

hour. Let us support this administra-
tion and their efforts.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, permit me to remind
my colleagues that our resolution, H.
Con. Res. 426, begins with the state-
ment that the Arab-Israeli conflict
must be settled peacefully and through
negotiations. But the question is how
do we bring about this kind of peaceful
negotiations in the Middle East in the
current situation?

We have observed in the past few
weeks shocking violence in the Middle
East. Shall we not take a stand with
regard to that violence?

We have a situation where the Gen-
eral Assembly is passing resolutions
that our ambassador, the UN Ambas-
sador Holbrooke called, and I quote,
unbalanced and unhelpful. That is not
the way to bring about peaceful nego-
tiations. We need to focus on the vio-
lence, on the parties responsible for the
violence. We need to send a firm mes-
sage to them and send a strong mes-
sage for peace and of the solidarity of
our closest friends in the Middle East,
the State of Israel.

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to
pass this resolution.

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
strong support of H. Con. Res. 426. Today,
when the U.N. issues resolutions faulting
Israel, when the Arab world convenes a sum-
mit in order to condemn Israel, is the appro-
priate time for this House to speak with one
voice on the side of our ally. Israel did not
start the current violence, the Palestinian Au-
thority did. And while each and every one of
us hopes for a peaceful resolution to a conflict
that has been ongoing for tens, if not thou-
sands, of years, we must also use this oppor-
tunities to express our solidarity with the state
and people of Israel. The Resolution before us
states unequivocally that the Congress con-
demns the Palestinian leadership for encour-
aging the violence and doing nothing to stop
it. It urges the Administration to use its veto
power to stop biased U.N. resolutions from
going into effect, and it encourages the parties
to settle their grievances through negotiations.

The time has come to stand with our friend
Israel and to stand up against those who
would lay the blame for the recent unfortunate
events at her feet. Indeed, in many respects
the Resolution does not go far enough. The
American people continue to contribute to the
Palestinian Authority in the form of foreign aid,
and I would suggest that that aid be sus-
pended pending a Presidential determination
that the Palestinian Authority is doing all it can
to stop the violence. But until that more signifi-
cant step is taken, I welcome the House’s
passage today of H. Con. Res. 426. It sends
an important message from the members of
this body that while we stand on the side of
peace, more importantly we stand on the side
of Israel. I urge my colleagues to support the
Resolution.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
express my support for House Concurrent
Resolution 426. I commend the distinguished
Chairman of the International Relations com-
mittee, Mr. GILMAN, along with 152 cospon-
sors, for bringing this important and timely res-
olution to the floor. I watched the events un-

fold during the past several weeks with ex-
treme concern. I watched as Chairman Arafat
remained silent while Palestinians and Israelis
alike, were being killed in Ramallah and
Nablus. It was not simply the silence that was
so troubling. Mr. Arafat took active steps to
fuel the fire by meeting with representatives of
Hamas and Hizbollah. These groups have
made it their mission to undermine the peace
process and destroy the state of Israel. Deal-
ing with such groups calls into question the
goals of Chairman Arafat.

I was encouraged by the Palestinian and
Israeli commitment to meet at Sharm-El-
Sheikh to work out the terms of a cease fire
agreement. Unfortunately, Chairman Arafat,
once again, failed to fulfill his obligations to
the peace process. The agreement called for
an immediate and public denunciation of the
violence. The statement made by Mr. Arafat to
the Palestinian public to that effect was ambig-
uous and unenthusiastic. It fell far short of
what was agreed to in Egypt.

As a result, the violence has persisted and
has cast serious doubt over achieving peace
in the region. In addition the United Nations
General Assembly recently passed a one-
sided resolution condemning the use of force
by the Israeli security forces. At this crucial
time, it is essential that the State of Israel
knows that we will stand alongside her in her
quest for peace. To that end, I am a proud co-
sponsor of this resolution.

House Concurrent Resolution 426 ex-
presses Congressional solidarity with the state
and people of Israel. In addition, it condemns
the Palestinian leadership not only for inciting
further violence, but for failing to take the nec-
essary steps to prevent it.

Mr. Arafat, the United States, Israel and the
Palestinian people have all recognized you as
the leader of the Palestinian Authority. It is
time for you to step up and lead. Tell your
people, there will be no intifada, only salaam.
If you cannot wholeheartedly support the
peace process, the United States can no
longer support you. Therefore, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this process.
Let there be no ambiguity as to position the
United States will take in this process.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker,
I will be voting for H. Con. Res. 426 to ex-
press support for the resolution of Arab-Israeli
differences by peaceful negotiation and to
condemn the violence that has engulfed the
region. In doing so, I am mindful of the special
relationship our country has and must main-
tain with our ally, Israel, and of the heroic ef-
forts of our President to bring about a cease-
fire and to restart negotiations. I also com-
mend Prime Minister Barak for the path-
breaking proposals he put forward during the
negotiations at Camp David. It is now even
clearer than it was then how unfortunate, in-
deed tragic, it is that the parties were not able
to refine and build upon those proposals to
achieve final agreement.

The resolution before us, however, falls con-
siderably short of the kind of expression that
might best contribute to stopping the violence
and resuming negotiations. I therefore support
it with great ambivalence. Some have sug-
gested that the tone and content of this reso-
lution is justified by the one-sidedness of the
anti-Israeli resolutions adopted at the United
Nations. I disagree. This House should not be
primarily reactive, nor should we see our main
purpose as the affixing of blame. We should
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not second-guess the difficult decision the ad-
ministration took, to abstain from using its veto
in the Security Council in order to maintain its
leverage in bringing the conflicting parties to-
gether. I am aware of the particular responsi-
bility Chairman Arafat has to condemn and
contain the violence and can only hope that
he has the ability as well as the will to do so.
But it is critically important that our govern-
ment be absolutely clear and absolutely fair in
demanding that both sides refrain from reck-
less provocation, end the cycle of violence, re-
ject extremist elements who stoke the violence
and block the path to accommodation, and
earnestly attempt to restart the negotiations
that alone can resolve this conflict.

I regret, Mr. Speaker, that the resolution be-
fore us falls so far short. But in its last sen-
tence it captures a sentiment which I believe
all of us share, calling on ‘‘all parties involved
in the Middle East conflict to make all possible
efforts to reinvigorate the peace process in
order to prevent further senseless loss of life
by all sides.’’ May we as a body and as a gov-
ernment find ways to tirelessly advance this
goal in the critical days and weeks ahead.

Mr. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in strong support of this resolution and urge
my colleagues to vote for this important state-
ment on the ongoing events in the Middle
East. The events in the Middle East have re-
vealed to all Americans the asymmetrical rela-
tionship that has existed in the peace process.
I have been a strong supporter of that proc-
ess, and was willing to lend it my full support
so long as it was clear that both sides were
equally committed to fair and compromise
peace. We see now that the peace process
was not mutual.

Israel, a staunch and loyal friend that shares
our democratic values was seeking honest
compromise. At Camp David, Prime Minister
Barak made compromises far bolder and more
sweeping than any Israeli prime minister had
dared to go. Under his proposal, 90% of the
West Bank and 92% of the Palestinian popu-
lation would have been ruled by a Palestinian
government. Jerusalem’s Holy Places would
have been placed under joint administration
and a part of the city made the capital of an
independent Palestine. Mr. Speaker, to these
sweeping proposals, Chairman Arafat offered
not even counter-proposals.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution is a balanced
and appropriate response to the events in the
Middle East. It calls for a restoration of the
peace. It does not relinquish hope that com-
promise might yet be achieved. Yet it strongly
and rightly condemns the Palestine Authority
and Mr. Arafat for their incitement of the cur-
rent round of violence and for their failure to
put a stop to it. It properly calls upon Mr.
Arafat to renounce violence, and it recognizes
that Israel remains a friend of the United
States. In a similar vein, it calls for the United
States ‘‘to insure that the Security Council
does not again adopt unbalanced resolutions
addressing the uncontrolled violence in the
areas controlled by the Palestine Authority.’’

Mr. Speaker, we should adopt this resolu-
tion and we should make clear that as be-
tween a democratic Israel and an autocratic
Palestine Authority there is no choice. I there-
fore urge my colleagues to vote for this bill.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I am deeply
concerned by the outbreak of violence and the
abdication of responsibility by Palestinian au-
thorities for restoring the peace. We must
make clear that peace may be achieved only
through peaceful and negotiated means.

I am pleased to be an original cosponsor of
H. Con. Res. 426, which expresses solidarity
with the state and the people of Israel, con-
demns Palestinian authorities for encouraging
violence and urges them to act to restore
calm, states that peace in the region may be
achieved only through negotiations, and calls
for a U.S. Veto of biased U.N. Security Coun-
cil resolutions.

Should Arafat continue to pursue violence
instead of negotiations, or should he declare a
Palestinian state absent an agreement, we
should cut off all assistance to the Palestinian
Authority.

I hope that there will be a return to the
peace process. However, if Arafat rejects a
negotiated solution and continues supporting
an armed uprising, we must be clear. We will
stand with Israel.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of H. Con. Res. 426. This important
resolution expresses the solidarity of the Con-
gress with the sate and people of Israel at this
time of crisis. As a cosponsor of the resolu-
tion, I urge its passage by the House. Only a
few short months ago at Camp David, the
Israeli Government demonstrated the willing-
ness to make sweeping concessions. The
world would not have dreamed of how far
Israel was willing to go. Not 10 years ago, 1
year ago, or even 6 months ago. It was the
Palestinian leadership that rejected com-
promise and showed that it was not interested
in peace. Not only did they reject Barak’s
offer, but they did not even counter-offer in re-
sponse.

The violent Palestinian riots we are wit-
nessing result directly from the fact that Yasir
Arafat did not prepare his people for peace.
As Barak was restraining the expectations—
preparing the Israeli people for compromise—
Arafat was pumping up the Palestinian de-
mands—preparing them for conflict. We must
today say that Arafat is not a partner for
peace.

Although Israel has today taken a time out
from the peace process, it remains as willing
as ever to make peace with its neighbors.
However, Israel must have a real partner. One
that does not engage in incitement to violence;
one that does not look the other way when
their people are destroying ancient shrines,
such as Joseph’s tomb in Nablus; one that
does not allow their people to beat innocent
Israelis to death, as happened recently in
Ramallah; and one that does everything in its
power to set the conditions for peace.

The underlying basis of negotiations was
the recognition of the PLO by Israel in ex-
change for the renunciation of violence by the
PLO and Chairman Arafat. In his September
9, 1993 letter to the late Prime Minister
Yitzhak Rabin, Chairman Arafat ‘‘renounced
the use of terrorism and other acts of vio-
lence’’ and pledged to ‘‘prevent violence and
discipline violators.’’

Unless the Palestinian leader calls on his
people to halt their fanatical, hostile public vio-
lence and directs his security services to
maintain order—as he promised—the Palestin-
ians will be in violation of not only the text of
the peace agreements, but the basic under-
standing which underlay the process. Further-
more, as the Palestinian rock and molotov
cocktail throwers, and gun-men continue to
rage, Israel will be within its rights as a sov-
ereign nation to take whatever actions it needs
to protect its people and frontiers.

Now, there is a moral imperative to stand
our ground. Israel is not only our closest friend

and ally in the Middle East, they are in the
right. Israel has demonstrated its willingness
to make peace and is now under attack by
thousands of violent rioters. It is time for Con-
gress to express its solidarity with the people
of Israel and, stand with them in the days to
come. The resolution on the floor of the House
today does just that.

Furthermore, we must condemn the Pales-
tinian leadership for its cowardly encourage-
ment of mass riots and for doing so little to
halt the hysterical rampagers. We must also
demand that Arafat and his lieutenants use
their security services to restrain unnecessary
acts of violence, show respect for all holy
sites, and settle grievances only through nego-
tiations.

In the days to come, I expect new chal-
lenges to U.S. policy. In particular, we must be
prepared to firmly and without hesitation reject
a unilateral declaration of Palestinian state-
hood. Such a question can only be settled at
the peace table. We must pass the bill which
would deny any assistance to the Palestinians
if they unilaterally declare statehood.

We must also consider other actions, includ-
ing, once again, putting the PLO on the list of
groups responsible for acts of terrorism. For
the Palestinians to engage in violent riots
today after they rejected what all reasonable
observers thought was a far-reaching and
statesman-like offer from Prime Minister
Barak, is only leading the world to see that
Yassir Arafat and his PLO cohorts prefer con-
flict to negotiation, and taking land through vi-
olence and coercion rather than agreeing on
exchanges at the bargaining table.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to commend the
chairman and ranking minority member of the
House International Relations Committee who
wrote this excellent resolution. I urge my col-
leagues to give it their strong support.

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, once again
the situation in the Middle East has turned
from efforts to resolve the conflict peacefully to
a new wave of violence that undermines the
basis for peace between Israelis and Palestin-
ians.

Mr. Speaker, there is no one more sup-
portive of the Middle East Peace Process than
I am. I also support efforts to assist the Pales-
tinian peoples, and to facilitate exchanges and
other programs to promote reconciliation be-
tween Israelis and Palestinians.

The current wave of violence, however, is
simply unacceptable. It is undermining the
very basis for peace, the notion that Palestin-
ians and Israelis can trust each other and live
together. In 1993, a key principle of reconcili-
ation was that the Palestinian leadership re-
nounced violence as a means of achieving
their political aims. The last few weeks have
proven that the Palestinians have not lived up
to this commitment.

At Camp David, the Government of Israel
and Prime Minister Barak made sweeping pro-
posals that moved the two sides closer than
they have ever been in reaching a historic
agreement ending the Israeli Palestinian vio-
lence. Instead of making a counterproposal to
this important move, the Palestinian side has
allowed and even promoted, violence on a
huge scale.

I can only conclude that the Palestinians
have decided that they need to resort to vio-
lence in order to create more pressure on
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Israel to make further concessions. Even after
an international summit prescribed a way of
winding this violence down, the Palestinians
continue their violent actions. These actions
are spilling over to other countries both inside
and outside the region, and have the potential
to become increasingly widespread.

I therefore believe that it is important that
this resolution move forward at this time.
Under this resolution, Congress expresses its
solidarity with the state and people of Israel,
condemns the Palestinian leadership for doing
so little to stop the violence, and calls upon
the leadership to refrain from exhortations to
violence, to stop all violence, to show respect
for all holy sites and to settle all grievances
through negotiations.

It also commends the current and past ad-
ministrations for their efforts to find Middle
East peace, urges the Clinton administration
to stop future unbalanced resolutions, and
calls on all parties involved in the Middle East
conflict to make all possible efforts to reinvigo-
rate the peace process to prevent further
senseless loss of life by all sides.

Mr. Speaker, despite my disappointment
and outrage at this developing violence, I re-
main convinced that there is no alternative to
a peaceful settlement between Israel, the Pal-
estinians and its Arab neighbors. The sooner
that all parties in the region not only recognize
that Israel is here to stay, but also truly inter-
nalize that reality and negotiate on that basis,
real peace cannot be achieved.

Now, all the parties in the region need to
step back and to try to find a way to end this
violence and return to the negotiating table.
We need to pass this resolution today to en-
sure that the U.S. Congress sends a clear
message of its support for Israel during this
crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
GILMAN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 426.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

AMERICAN HOMEOWNERSHIP AND
ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY ACT OF
2000
Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I move to

suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 1452) to modernize the require-
ments under the National Manufac-
tured Housing Construction and Safety
Standards Act of 1974 and to establish a
balanced consensus process for the de-
velopment, revision, and interpretation
of Federal construction and safety
standards for manufactured homes, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 1452

SEC. 1. SHORT TITLE AND TABLE OF CONTENTS.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as

the ‘‘American Homeownership and Eco-
nomic Opportunity Act of 2000’’.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:
Sec. 1. Short title and table of contents.
Sec. 2. Findings and purpose.

TITLE I—REMOVAL OF BARRIERS TO
HOUSING AFFORDABILITY

Sec. 101. Short title.
Sec. 102. Grants for regulatory barrier re-

moval strategies.
Sec. 103. Regulatory barriers clearinghouse.

TITLE II—HOMEOWNERSHIP FOR
WORKING FAMILIES

Sec. 201. Reduced downpayment require-
ments for loans for teachers,
public safety officers, and other
uniformed municipal employ-
ees.

Sec. 202. Home equity conversion mortgages.
Sec. 203. Law enforcement officer home-

ownership pilot program.
Sec. 204. Assistance for self-help housing

providers.
TITLE III—SECTION 8 HOMEOWNERSHIP

OPTION
Sec. 301. Downpayment assistance.
Sec. 302. Pilot program for homeownership

assistance for disabled families.
Sec. 303. Funding for pilot programs.
TITLE IV—PRIVATE MORTGAGE INSUR-

ANCE CANCELLATION AND TERMI-
NATION

Sec. 401. Short title.
Sec. 402. Changes in amortization schedule.
Sec. 403. Deletion of ambiguous references

to residential mortgages.
Sec. 404. Cancellation rights after cancella-

tion date.
Sec. 405. Clarification of cancellation and

termination issues and lender
paid mortgage insurance disclo-
sure requirements.

Sec. 406. Definitions.

TITLE V—NATIVE AMERICAN
HOMEOWNERSHIP

Subtitle A—Native American Housing

Sec. 501. Lands title report commission.
Sec. 502. Loan guarantees.
Sec. 503. Native American housing assist-

ance.

Subtitle B—Native Hawaiian Housing

Sec. 511. Short title.
Sec. 512. Findings.
Sec. 513. Housing assistance.
Sec. 514. Loan guarantees.

TITLE VI—MANUFACTURED HOUSING
IMPROVEMENT

Sec. 601. Short title; references.
Sec. 602. Findings and purposes.
Sec. 603. Definitions.
Sec. 604. Federal manufactured home con-

struction and safety standards.
Sec. 605. Abolishment of National Manufac-

tured Home Advisory Council;
manufactured home installa-
tion.

Sec. 606. Public information.
Sec. 607. Research, testing, development,

and training.
Sec. 608. Prohibited acts.
Sec. 609. Fees.
Sec. 610. Dispute resolution.
Sec. 611. Elimination of annual reporting re-

quirement.
Sec. 612. Effective date.
Sec. 613. Savings provisions.

TITLE VII—RURAL HOUSING
HOMEOWNERSHIP

Sec. 701. Guarantees for refinancing of rural
housing loans.

Sec. 702. Promissory note requirement under
housing repair loan program.

Sec. 703. Limited partnership eligibility for
farm labor housing loans.

Sec. 704. Project accounting records and
practices.

Sec. 705. Definition of rural area.
Sec. 706. Operating assistance for migrant

farmworkers projects.
Sec. 707. Multifamily rental housing loan

guarantee program.
Sec. 708. Enforcement provisions.
Sec. 709. Amendments to title 18 of United

States Code.
TITLE VIII—HOUSING FOR ELDERLY AND

DISABLED FAMILIES
Sec. 801. Short title.
Sec. 802. Regulations.
Sec. 803. Effective date.

Subtitle A—Refinancing for Section 202
Supportive Housing for the Elderly

Sec. 811. Prepayment and refinancing.
Subtitle B—Authorization of Appropriations

for Supportive Housing for the Elderly and
Persons With Disabilities

Sec. 821. Supportive housing for elderly per-
sons.

Sec. 822. Supportive housing for persons
with disabilities.

Sec. 823. Service coordinators and con-
gregate services for elderly and
disabled housing.

Subtitle C—Expanding Housing Opportuni-
ties for the Elderly and Persons With Dis-
abilities

PART 1—HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY

Sec. 831. Eligibility of for-profit limited
partnerships.

Sec. 832. Mixed funding sources.
Sec. 833. Authority to acquire structures.
Sec. 834. Use of project reserves.
Sec. 835. Commercial activities.

PART 2—HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH
DISABILITIES

Sec. 841. Eligibility of for-profit limited
partnerships.

Sec. 842. Mixed funding sources.
Sec. 843. Tenant-based assistance.
Sec. 844. Use of project reserves.
Sec. 845. Commercial activities.

PART 3—OTHER PROVISIONS

Sec. 851. Service coordinators.
Subtitle D—Preservation of Affordable

Housing Stock
Sec. 861. Section 236 assistance.
Subtitle E—Mortgage Insurance for Health

Care Facilities
Sec. 871. Rehabilitation of existing hos-

pitals, nursing homes, and
other facilities.

Sec. 872. New integrated service facilities.
Sec. 873. Hospitals and hospital-based inte-

grated service facilities.
TITLE IX—OTHER RELATED HOUSING

PROVISIONS
Sec. 901. Extension of loan term for manu-

factured home lots.
Sec. 902. Use of section 8 vouchers for opt-

outs.
Sec. 903. Maximum payment standard for

enhanced vouchers.
Sec. 904. Use of section 8 assistance by

‘‘grand-families’’ to rent dwell-
ing units in assisted projects.

TITLE X—BANKING AND HOUSING
AGENCY REPORTS

Sec. 1001. Short title.
Sec. 1002. Amendments to the Federal Re-

serve Act.
Sec. 1003. Preservation of certain reporting

requirements.
Sec. 1004. Coordination of reporting require-

ments.
Sec. 1005. Elimination of certain reporting

requirements.
TITLE XI—NUMISMATIC COINS

Sec. 1101. Short title.
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Sec. 1102. Clarification of Mint’s authority.
Sec. 1103. Additional report requirement.

TITLE XII—FINANCIAL REGULATORY
RELIEF

Sec. 1200. Short title.
Subtitle A—Improving Monetary Policy and
Financial Institution Management Practices
Sec. 1201. Repeal of savings association li-

quidity provision.
Sec. 1202. Noncontrolling investments by

savings association holding
companies.

Sec. 1203. Repeal of deposit broker notifica-
tion and recordkeeping require-
ment.

Sec. 1204. Expedited procedures for certain
reorganizations.

Sec. 1205. National bank directors.
Sec. 1206. Amendment to National Bank

Consolidation and Merger Act.
Sec. 1207. Loans on or purchases by institu-

tions of their own stock; affili-
ations.

Sec. 1208. Purchased mortgage servicing
rights.

Subtitle B—Streamlining Activities of
Institutions

Sec. 1211. Call report simplification.
Subtitle C—Streamlining Agency Actions

Sec. 1221. Elimination of duplicative disclo-
sure of fair market value of as-
sets and liabilities.

Sec. 1222. Payment of interest in receiver-
ships with surplus funds.

Sec. 1223. Repeal of reporting requirement
on differences in accounting
standards.

Sec. 1224. Agency review of competitive fac-
tors in Bank Merger Act filings.

Subtitle D—Miscellaneous
Sec. 1231. Federal Reserve Board buildings.
Sec. 1232. Positions of Board of Governors of

Federal Reserve System on the
Executive Schedule.

Sec. 1233. Extension of time.
Subtitle E—Technical Corrections

Sec. 1241. Technical correction relating to
deposit insurance funds.

Sec. 1242. Rules for continuation of deposit
insurance for member banks
converting charters.

Sec. 1243. Amendments to the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States.

Sec. 1244. Conforming change to the Inter-
national Banking Act of 1978.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE.
(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that—
(1) the priorities of our Nation should in-

clude expanding homeownership opportuni-
ties by providing access to affordable hous-
ing that is safe, clean, and healthy;

(2) our Nation has an abundance of conven-
tional capital sources available for home-
ownership financing;

(3) experience with local homeownership
programs has shown that if flexible capital
sources are available, communities possess
ample will and creativity to provide opportu-
nities uniquely designed to assist their citi-
zens in realizing the American dream of
homeownership; and

(4) each consumer should be afforded every
reasonable opportunity to access mortgage
credit, to obtain the lowest cost mortgages
for which the consumer can qualify, to know
the true cost of the mortgage, to be free of
regulatory burdens, and to know what fac-
tors underlie a lender’s decision regarding
the consumer’s mortgage.

(b) PURPOSE.—It is the purpose of this
Act—

(1) to encourage and facilitate homeowner-
ship by families in the United States who are
not otherwise able to afford homeownership;
and

(2) to expand homeownership through poli-
cies that—

(A) promote the ability of the private sec-
tor to produce affordable housing without
excessive government regulation;

(B) encourage tax incentives, such as the
mortgage interest deduction, at all levels of
government; and

(C) facilitate the availability of flexible
capital for homeownership opportunities and
provide local governments with increased
flexibility under existing Federal programs
to facilitate homeownership.

TITLE I—REMOVAL OF BARRIERS TO
HOUSING AFFORDABILITY

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Housing Af-

fordability Barrier Removal Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 102. GRANTS FOR REGULATORY BARRIER

REMOVAL STRATEGIES.
(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

Subsection (a) of section 1204 of the Housing
and Community Development Act of 1992 (42
U.S.C. 12705c(a)) is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(a) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be
appropriated for grants under subsections (b)
and (c) such sums as may be necessary for
each of fiscal years 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, and
2005.’’.

(b) CONSOLIDATION OF STATE AND LOCAL
GRANTS.—Subsection (b) of section 1204 of
the Housing and Community Development
Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 12705c(b)) is amended—

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking
‘‘STATE GRANTS’’ and inserting ‘‘GRANT AU-
THORITY’’;

(2) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by inserting after ‘‘States’’ the following:
‘‘and units of general local government (in-
cluding consortia of such governments)’’;

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘a State
program to reduce State and local’’ and in-
serting ‘‘State, local, or regional programs
to reduce’’;

(4) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘or local’’
after ‘‘State’’; and

(5) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘State’’.
(c) REPEAL OF LOCAL GRANTS PROVISION.—

Section 1204 of the Housing and Community
Development Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 12705c) is
amended by striking subsection (c).

(d) APPLICATION AND SELECTION.—The last
sentence of section 1204(e) of the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1992 (42
U.S.C. 12705c(e)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and for the selection of
units of general local government to receive
grants under subsection (f)(2)’’; and

(2) by inserting before the period at the end
the following: ‘‘and such criteria shall re-
quire that grant amounts be used in a man-
ner consistent with the strategy contained
in the comprehensive housing affordability
strategy for the jurisdiction pursuant to sec-
tion 105(b)(4) of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act’’.

(e) SELECTION OF GRANTEES.—Subsection (f)
of section 1204 of the Housing and Commu-
nity Development Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C.
12705c(f)) is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(f) SELECTION OF GRANTEES.—To the ex-
tent amounts are made available to carry
out this section, the Secretary shall provide
grants on a competitive basis to eligible
grantees based on the proposed uses of such
amounts, as provided in applications under
subsection (e).’’.

(f) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Section
107(a)(1) of the Housing and Community De-
velopment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5307(a)(1)) is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (G), by inserting ‘‘and’’
after the semicolon at the end;

(2) by striking subparagraph (H); and
(3) by redesignating subparagraph (I) as

subparagraph (H).

SEC. 103. REGULATORY BARRIERS CLEARING-
HOUSE.

Section 1205 of the Housing and Commu-
nity Development Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C.
12705d) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),

by striking ‘‘receive, collect, process, and as-
semble’’ and inserting ‘‘serve as a national
repository to receive, collect, process, as-
semble, and disseminate’’;

(B) in paragraph (1)—
(i) by striking ‘‘, including’’ and inserting

‘‘(including’’; and
(ii) by inserting before the semicolon at

the end the following: ‘‘), and the prevalence
and effects on affordable housing of such
laws, regulations, and policies’’;

(C) in paragraph (2), by inserting before the
semicolon the following: ‘‘, including par-
ticularly innovative or successful activities,
strategies, and plans’’; and

(D) in paragraph (3), by inserting before
the period at the end the following: ‘‘, in-
cluding particularly innovative or successful
strategies, activities, and plans’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and’’ at

the end;
(B) in paragraph (2), by striking the period

at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and
(C) by adding at the end the following new

paragraph:
‘‘(3) by making available through a World

Wide Web site of the Department, by elec-
tronic mail, or otherwise, provide to each
housing agency of a unit of general local
government that serves an area having a
population greater than 100,000, an index of
all State and local strategies and plans sub-
mitted under subsection (a) to the clearing-
house, which—

‘‘(A) shall describe the types of barriers to
affordable housing that the strategy or plan
was designed to ameliorate or remove; and

‘‘(B) shall, not later than 30 days after sub-
mission to the clearinghouse of any new
strategy or plan, be updated to include the
new strategy or plan submitted.’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subsections:

‘‘(c) ORGANIZATION.—The clearinghouse
under this section shall be established within
the Office of Policy Development of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development
and shall be under the direction of the As-
sistant Secretary for Policy Development
and Research.

‘‘(d) TIMING.—The clearinghouse under this
section (as amended by section ll09 of the
Housing Affordability Barrier Removal Act
of 2000) shall be established and commence
carrying out the functions of the clearing-
house under this section not later than 1
year after the date of the enactment of such
Act. The Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment may comply with the require-
ments under this section by reestablishing
the clearinghouse that was originally estab-
lished to comply with this section and updat-
ing and improving such clearinghouse to the
extent necessary to comply with the require-
ments of this section as in effect pursuant to
the enactment of such Act.’’.

TITLE II—HOMEOWNERSHIP FOR
WORKING FAMILIES

SEC. 201. REDUCED DOWNPAYMENT REQUIRE-
MENTS FOR LOANS FOR TEACHERS,
PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICERS, AND
OTHER UNIFORMED MUNICIPAL EM-
PLOYEES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 203(b) of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1709(b)) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

‘‘(11) REDUCED DOWNPAYMENT REQUIRE-
MENTS FOR TEACHERS AND UNIFORMED MUNIC-
IPAL EMPLOYEES.—
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‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding para-

graph (2), in the case of a mortgage described
in subparagraph (B)—

‘‘(i) the mortgage shall involve a principal
obligation in an amount that does not exceed
the sum of 99 percent of the appraised value
of the property and the total amount of ini-
tial service charges, appraisal, inspection,
and other fees (as the Secretary shall ap-
prove) paid in connection with the mortgage;

‘‘(ii) no other provision of this subsection
limiting the principal obligation of the
mortgage based upon a percentage of the ap-
praised value of the property subject to the
mortgage shall apply; and

‘‘(iii) the matter in paragraph (9) that pre-
cedes the first proviso shall not apply and
the mortgage shall be executed by a mort-
gagor who shall have paid on account of the
property at least 1 percent of the cost of ac-
quisition (as determined by the Secretary) in
cash or its equivalent.

‘‘(B) MORTGAGES COVERED.—A mortgage de-
scribed in this subparagraph is a mortgage—

‘‘(i) under which the mortgagor is an indi-
vidual who—

‘‘(I) is employed on a part- or full-time
basis as: (aa) a teacher or administrator in a
public or private school that provides ele-
mentary or secondary education, as deter-
mined under State law, except that elemen-
tary education shall include pre-Kinder-
garten education, and except that secondary
education shall not include any education
beyond grade 12; (bb) a public safety officer
(as such term is defined in section 1204 of the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796b), except that such
term shall not include any officer serving a
public agency of the Federal Government);
or (cc) a uniformed employee of a unit of
general local government, including sanita-
tion and other maintenance workers; and

‘‘(II) has not, during the 12-month period
ending upon the insurance of the mortgage,
had any present ownership interest in a prin-
cipal residence located in the jurisdiction de-
scribed in clause (ii);

‘‘(ii) made for a property that is located
within the jurisdiction of—

‘‘(I) in the case of a mortgage of a mort-
gagor described in clause (i)(I)(aa), the local
educational agency (as such term is defined
in section 14101 of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801))
for the school in which the mortgagor is em-
ployed (or, in the case of a mortgagor em-
ployed in a private school, the local edu-
cational agency having jurisdiction for the
area in which the private school is located);

‘‘(II) in the case of a mortgage of a mort-
gagor described in clause (i)(I)(bb), the juris-
diction served by the public law enforcement
agency, firefighting agency, or rescue or am-
bulance agency that employs the mortgagor;
or

‘‘(III) in the case of a mortgage of a mort-
gagor described in clause (i)(I)(cc), the unit
of general local government that employs
the mortgagor; and

‘‘(iii) that is closed on or before September
30, 2003.’’.

(b) DEFERRAL AND REDUCTION OF UP-FRONT

PREMIUM.—Section 203(c) of the National
Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1709(c)(2)) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Not-
withstanding’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as pro-
vided in paragraph (3) and notwithstanding’’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(3) DEFERRAL AND REDUCTION OF UP-FRONT

PREMIUM.—In the case of any mortgage de-
scribed in subsection (b)(11)(B):

‘‘(A) Paragraph (2)(A) of this subsection
(relating to collection of up-front premium
payments) shall not apply.

‘‘(B) If, at any time during the 5-year pe-
riod beginning on the date of the insurance
of the mortgage, the mortgagor ceases to be
employed as described in subsection
(b)(11)(B)(i)(I) or pays the principal obliga-
tion of the mortgage in full, the Secretary
shall at such time collect a single premium
payment in an amount equal to the amount
of the single premium payment that, but for
this paragraph, would have been required
under paragraph (2)(A) of this subsection
with respect to the mortgage, as reduced by
20 percent of such amount for each succes-
sive 12-month period completed during such
5-year period before such cessation or pre-
payment occurs.’’.
SEC. 202. HOME EQUITY CONVERSION MORT-

GAGES.
(a) INSURANCE FOR MORTGAGES TO REFI-

NANCE EXISTING HECMS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 255 of the Na-

tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–20) is
amended—

(A) by redesignating subsection (k) as sub-
section (m); and

(B) by inserting after subsection (j) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘‘(k) INSURANCE AUTHORITY FOR
REFINANCINGS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may, upon
application by a mortgagee, insure under
this subsection any mortgage given to refi-
nance an existing home equity conversion
mortgage insured under this section.

‘‘(2) ANTI-CHURNING DISCLOSURE.—The Sec-
retary shall, by regulation, require that the
mortgagee of a mortgage insured under this
subsection, provide to the mortgagor, within
an appropriate time period and in a manner
established in such regulations, a good faith
estimate of: (A) the total cost of the refi-
nancing; and (B) the increase in the mortga-
gor’s principal limit as measured by the esti-
mated initial principal limit on the mort-
gage to be insured under this subsection less
the current principal limit on the home eq-
uity conversion mortgage that is being refi-
nanced and insured under this subsection.

‘‘(3) WAIVER OF COUNSELING REQUIREMENT.—
The mortgagor under a mortgage insured
under this subsection may waive the applica-
bility, with respect to such mortgage, of the
requirements under subsection (d)(2)(B) (re-
lating to third party counseling), but only
if—

‘‘(A) the mortgagor has received the disclo-
sure required under paragraph (2);

‘‘(B) the increase in the principal limit de-
scribed in paragraph (2) exceeds the amount
of the total cost of refinancing (as described
in such paragraph) by an amount to be deter-
mined by the Secretary; and

‘‘(C) the time between the closing of the
original home equity conversion mortgage
that is refinanced through the mortgage in-
sured under this subsection and the applica-
tion for a refinancing mortgage insured
under this subsection does not exceed 5
years.

‘‘(4) CREDIT FOR PREMIUMS PAID.—Notwith-
standing section 203(c)(2)(A), the Secretary
may reduce the amount of the single pre-
mium payment otherwise collected under
such section at the time of the insurance of
a mortgage refinanced and insured under
this subsection. The amount of the single
premium for mortgages refinanced under
this subsection shall be determined by the
Secretary based on the actuarial study re-
quired under paragraph (5).

‘‘(5) ACTUARIAL STUDY.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of the
American Homeownership and Economic Op-
portunity Act of 2000, the Secretary shall
conduct an actuarial analysis to determine

the adequacy of the insurance premiums col-
lected under the program under this sub-
section with respect to—

‘‘(A) a reduction in the single premium
payment collected at the time of the insur-
ance of a mortgage refinanced and insured
under this subsection;

‘‘(B) the establishment of a single national
limit on the benefits of insurance under sub-
section (g) (relating to limitation on insur-
ance authority); and

‘‘(C) the combined effect of reduced insur-
ance premiums and a single national limita-
tion on insurance authority.

‘‘(6) FEES.—The Secretary may establish a
limit on the origination fee that may be
charged to a mortgagor under a mortgage in-
sured under this subsection, except that such
limitation shall provide that the origination
fee may be fully financed with the mortgage
and shall include any fees paid to cor-
respondent mortgagees approved by the Sec-
retary.’’.

(2) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall
issue any final regulations necessary to im-
plement the amendments made by paragraph
(1) of this subsection, which shall take effect
not later than the expiration of the 180-day
period beginning on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. The regulations shall be
issued after notice and opportunity for pub-
lic comment in accordance with the proce-
dure under section 553 of title 5, United
States Code, applicable to substantive rules
(notwithstanding subsections (a)(2), (b)(B),
and (d)(3) of such section).

(b) HOUSING COOPERATIVES.—Section 255(b)
of the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–
20(b)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘ ‘mort-
gage’,’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

‘‘(4) MORTGAGE.—The term ‘mortgage’
means a first mortgage or first lien on real
estate, in fee simple, on all stock allocated
to a dwelling in a residential cooperative
housing corporation, or on a leasehold—

‘‘(A) under a lease for not less than 99
years that is renewable; or

‘‘(B) under a lease having a period of not
less than 10 years to run beyond the matu-
rity date of the mortgage.

‘‘(5) FIRST MORTGAGE.—The term ‘first
mortgage’ means such classes of first liens as
are commonly given to secure advances on,
or the unpaid purchase price of, real estate
or all stock allocated to a dwelling unit in a
residential cooperative housing corporation,
under the laws of the State in which the real
estate or dwelling unit is located, together
with the credit instruments, if any, secured
thereby.’’.

(c) WAIVER OF UP-FRONT PREMIUMS FOR
MORTGAGES USED TO FUND LONG-TERM CARE
INSURANCE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 255 of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–20) is
amended by inserting after subsection (k) (as
added by subsection (a) of this section) the
following new subsection:

‘‘(l) WAIVER OF UP-FRONT PREMIUMS FOR
MORTGAGES TO FUND LONG-TERM CARE INSUR-
ANCE.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any mort-
gage insured under this section under which
the total amount (except as provided in para-
graph (2)) of all future payments described in
subsection (b)(3) will be used only for costs of
a qualified long-term care insurance con-
tract that covers the mortgagor or members
of the household residing in the property
that is subject to the mortgage, notwith-
standing section 203(c)(2), the Secretary shall
not charge or collect the single premium
payment otherwise required under subpara-
graph (A) of such section to be paid at the
time of insurance.
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‘‘(2) AUTHORITY TO REFINANCE EXISTING

MORTGAGE AND FINANCE CLOSING COSTS.—A
mortgage described in paragraph (1) may
provide financing of amounts that are used
to satisfy outstanding mortgage obligations
(in accordance with such limitations as the
Secretary shall prescribe) and any amounts
used for initial service charges, appraisal, in-
spection, and other fees (as approved by the
Secretary) in connection with such mort-
gage, and the amount of future payments de-
scribed in subsection (b)(3) under the mort-
gage shall be reduced accordingly.

‘‘(3) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘qualified long-term care
insurance contract’ has the meaning given
such term in section 7702B of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 7702B)), ex-
cept that such contract shall also meet the
requirements of—

‘‘(A) sections 9 (relating to disclosure), 24
(relating to suitability), and 26 (relating to
contingent nonforfeiture) of the long-term
care insurance model regulation promul-
gated by the National Association of Insur-
ance Commissioners (as adopted as of Sep-
tember 2000); and

‘‘(B) section 8 (relating to contingent non-
forfeiture) of the long-term care insurance
model Act promulgated by the National As-
sociation of Insurance Commissioners (as
adopted as of September 2000).’’.

(2) APPLICABILITY.—The provisions of sec-
tion 255(l) of the National Housing Act (as
added by paragraph (1) of this subsection)
shall apply only to mortgages closed on or
after April 1, 2001.

(d) STUDY OF SINGLE NATIONAL MORTGAGE
LIMIT.—The Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development shall conduct an actuarially
based study of the effects of establishing, for
mortgages insured under section 255 of the
National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–20), a
single maximum mortgage amount limita-
tion in lieu of applicability of section
203(b)(2) of such Act (12 U.S.C. 1709(b)(2)). The
study shall—

(1) examine the effects of establishing such
limitation at different dollar amounts; and

(2) examine the effects of such various lim-
itations on—

(A) the risks to the General Insurance
Fund established under section 519 of such
Act;

(B) the mortgage insurance premiums that
would be required to be charged to mortga-
gors to ensure actuarial soundness of such
Fund; and

(C) take into consideration the various ap-
proaches to providing credit to borrowers
who refinance home equity conversion mort-
gages insured under section 255 of such Act.
Not later than 180 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall
complete the study under this subsection
and submit a report describing the study and
the results of the study to the Committee on
Banking and Financial Services of the House
of Representatives and to the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the
Senate.
SEC. 203. LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER HOME-

OWNERSHIP PILOT PROGRAM.
(a) ASSISTANCE FOR LAW ENFORCEMENT OF-

FICERS.—The Secretary of Housing and
Urban Development shall carry out a pilot
program in accordance with this section to
assist Federal, State, and local law enforce-
ment officers purchasing homes in locally-
designated high-crime areas.

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for assist-
ance under this section, a law enforcement
officer shall—

(1) have completed not less than 6 months
of service as a law enforcement officer as of
the date that the law enforcement officer ap-
plies for such assistance; and

(2) agree, in writing, to use the residence
purchased with such assistance as the pri-
mary residence of the law enforcement offi-
cer for not less than 3 years after the date of
purchase.

(c) MORTGAGE ASSISTANCE.—If a law en-
forcement officer purchases a home in lo-
cally-designated high-crime area and fi-
nances such purchase through a mortgage in-
sured under title II of the National Housing
Act (12 U.S.C. 1707 et seq.), notwithstanding
any provision of section 203 or any other pro-
vision of the National Housing Act, the fol-
lowing shall apply:

(1) DOWNPAYMENT.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—There shall be no down-

payment required if the purchase price of the
property is not more than the reasonable
value of the property, as determined by the
Secretary.

(B) PURCHASE PRICE EXCEEDS VALUE.—If the
purchase price of the property exceeds the
reasonable value of the property, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, the required down-
payment shall be the difference between such
reasonable value and the purchase price.

(2) CLOSING COSTS.—The closing costs and
origination fee for such mortgage may be in-
cluded in the loan amount.

(3) INSURANCE PREMIUM PAYMENT.—There
shall be one insurance premium payment due
on the mortgage. Such insurance premium
payment—

(A) shall be equal to 1 percent of the loan
amount;

(B) shall be due and considered earned by
the Secretary at the time of the loan closing;
and

(C) may be included in the loan amount
and paid from the loan proceeds.

(d) LOCALLY-DESIGNATED HIGH-CRIME
AREA.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any unit of local govern-
ment may request that the Secretary des-
ignate any area within the jurisdiction of
that unit of local government as a locally-
designated high-crime area for purposes of
this section if the proposed area—

(A) has a crime rate that is significantly
higher than the crime rate of the non-des-
ignated area that is within the jurisdiction
of the unit of local government; and

(B) has a population that is not more than
25 percent of the total population of area
within the jurisdiction of the unit of local
government.

(2) DEADLINE FOR CONSIDERATION OF RE-
QUEST.—Not later than 60 days after receiv-
ing a request under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall approve or disapprove the re-
quest.

(e) LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘‘law enforce-
ment officer’’ has such meaning as the Sec-
retary shall provide, except that such term
shall include any individual who is employed
as an officer in a correctional institution.

(f) SUNSET.—The Secretary shall not ap-
prove any application for assistance under
this section that is received by the Secretary
after the expiration of the 3-year period be-
ginning on the date that the Secretary first
makes available assistance under the pilot
program under this section.
SEC. 204. ASSISTANCE FOR SELF-HELP HOUSING

PROVIDERS.
(a) REAUTHORIZATION.—Subsection (p) of

section 11 of the Housing Opportunity Pro-
gram Extension Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 12805
note) is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(p) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section such sums as may be
necessary for each of fiscal years 2001, 2002,
and 2003.’’.

(b) ELIGIBLE EXPENSES.—Section 11(d)(2)(A)
of the Housing Opportunity Program Exten-
sion Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 12805 note) is

amended by inserting before the period at
the end the following: ‘‘, which may include
reimbursing an organization, consortium, or
affiliate, upon approval of any required envi-
ronmental review, for nongrant amounts of
the organization, consortium, or affiliate ad-
vanced before such review to acquire land’’.

(c) DEADLINE FOR RECAPTURE OF FUNDS.—
Section 11 of the Housing Opportunity Pro-
gram Extension Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 12805
note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (i)(5)—
(A) by striking ‘‘if the organization or con-

sortia has not used any grant amounts’’ and
inserting ‘‘the Secretary shall recapture any
grant amounts provided to the organization
or consortia that are not used’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘(or,’’ and inserting ‘‘, ex-
cept that such period shall be 36 months’’;
and

(C) by striking ‘‘within 36 months), the
Secretary shall recapture such unused
amounts’’ and inserting ‘‘and in the case of
a grant amounts provided to a local affiliate
of the organization or consortia that is de-
veloping five or more dwellings in connec-
tion with such grant amounts’’; and

(2) in subsection (j), by inserting after
‘‘carry out this section’’ the following: ‘‘and
grant amounts provided to a local affiliate of
the organization or consortia that is devel-
oping five or more dwellings in connection
with such grant amounts’’.

(d) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.—Section 11 of
the Housing Opportunity Program Extension
Act of 1996 (42 U.S.C. 12805 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(4), by striking ‘‘Habi-
tat for Humanity International, its affili-
ates, and other’’; and

(2) in subsection (e)(2), by striking
‘‘consoria’’ and inserting ‘‘consortia’’.

TITLE III—SECTION 8 HOMEOWNERSHIP
OPTION

SEC. 301. DOWNPAYMENT ASSISTANCE.

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 8(y) of the
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C.
1437f(y)) is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (7) as para-
graph (8); and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(7) DOWNPAYMENT ASSISTANCE.—
‘‘(A) AUTHORITY.—A public housing agency

may, in lieu of providing monthly assistance
payments under this subsection on behalf of
a family eligible for such assistance and at
the discretion of the public housing agency,
provide assistance for the family in the form
of a single grant to be used only as a con-
tribution toward the downpayment required
in connection with the purchase of a dwell-
ing for fiscal year 2000 and each fiscal year
thereafter to the extent provided in advance
in appropriations Acts.

‘‘(B) AMOUNT.—The amount of a downpay-
ment grant on behalf of an assisted family
may not exceed the amount that is equal to
the sum of the assistance payments that
would be made during the first year of assist-
ance on behalf of the family, based upon the
income of the family at the time the grant is
to be made.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by subsection (a) shall take effect im-
mediately after the amendments made by
section 555(c) of the Quality Housing and
Work Responsibility Act of 1998 take effect
pursuant to such section.
SEC. 302. PILOT PROGRAM FOR HOMEOWNER-

SHIP ASSISTANCE FOR DISABLED
FAMILIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—A public housing agency
providing tenant-based assistance on behalf
of an eligible family under section 8 of the
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C.
1437f) may provide assistance for a disabled
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family that purchases a dwelling unit (in-
cluding a dwelling unit under a lease-pur-
chase agreement) that will be owned by one
or more members of the disabled family and
will be occupied by the disabled family, if
the disabled family—

(1) purchases the dwelling unit before the
expiration of the 3-year period beginning on
the date that the Secretary first implements
the pilot program under this section;

(2) demonstrates that the disabled family
has income from employment or other
sources (including public assistance), as de-
termined in accordance with requirements of
the Secretary, that is not less than twice the
payment standard established by the public
housing agency (or such other amount as
may be established by the Secretary);

(3) except as provided by the Secretary,
demonstrates at the time the disabled family
initially receives tenant-based assistance
under this section that one or more adult
members of the disabled family have
achieved employment for the period as the
Secretary shall require;

(4) participates in a homeownership and
housing counseling program provided by the
agency; and

(5) meets any other initial or continuing
requirements established by the public hous-
ing agency in accordance with requirements
established by the Secretary.

(b) DETERMINATION OF AMOUNT OF ASSIST-
ANCE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—
(A) MONTHLY EXPENSES NOT EXCEEDING PAY-

MENT STANDARD.—If the monthly home-
ownership expenses, as determined in accord-
ance with requirements established by the
Secretary, do not exceed the payment stand-
ard, the monthly assistance payment shall
be the amount by which the homeownership
expenses exceed the highest of the following
amounts, rounded to the nearest dollar:

(i) 30 percent of the monthly adjusted in-
come of the disabled family.

(ii) 10 percent of the monthly income of the
disabled family.

(iii) If the disabled family is receiving pay-
ments for welfare assistance from a public
agency, and a portion of those payments, ad-
justed in accordance with the actual housing
costs of the disabled family, is specifically
designated by that agency to meet the hous-
ing costs of the disabled family, the portion
of those payments that is so designated.

(B) MONTHLY EXPENSES EXCEED PAYMENT
STANDARD.—If the monthly homeownership
expenses, as determined in accordance with
requirements established by the Secretary,
exceed the payment standard, the monthly
assistance payment shall be the amount by
which the applicable payment standard ex-
ceeds the highest of the amounts under
clauses (i), (ii), and (iii) of subparagraph (A).

(2) CALCULATION OF AMOUNT.—
(A) LOW-INCOME FAMILIES.—A disabled fam-

ily that is a low-income family shall be eligi-
ble to receive 100 percent of the amount cal-
culated under paragraph (1).

(B) INCOME BETWEEN 81 AND 89 PERCENT OF
MEDIAN.—A disabled family whose income is
between 81 and 89 percent of the median for
the area shall be eligible to receive 66 per-
cent of the amount calculated under para-
graph (1).

(C) INCOME BETWEEN 90 AND 99 PERCENT OF
MEDIAN.—A disabled family whose income is
between 90 and 99 percent of the median for
the area shall be eligible to receive 33 per-
cent of the amount calculated under para-
graph (1).

(D) INCOME MORE THAN 99 PERCENT OF ME-
DIAN.—A disabled family whose income is
more than 99 percent of the median for the
area shall not be eligible to receive assist-
ance under this section.

(c) INSPECTIONS AND CONTRACT CONDI-
TIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each contract for the pur-
chase of a dwelling unit to be assisted under
this section shall—

(A) provide for pre-purchase inspection of
the dwelling unit by an independent profes-
sional; and

(B) require that any cost of necessary re-
pairs be paid by the seller.

(2) ANNUAL INSPECTIONS NOT REQUIRED.—
The requirement under subsection
(o)(8)(A)(ii) of section 8 of the United States
Housing Act of 1937 for annual inspections
shall not apply to dwelling units assisted
under this section.

(d) OTHER AUTHORITY OF THE SECRETARY.—
The Secretary may—

(1) limit the term of assistance for a dis-
abled family assisted under this section;

(2) provide assistance for a disabled family
for the entire term of a mortgage for a dwell-
ing unit if the disabled family remains eligi-
ble for such assistance for such term; and

(3) modify the requirements of this section
as the Secretary determines to be necessary
to make appropriate adaptations for lease-
purchase agreements.

(e) ASSISTANCE PAYMENTS SENT TO LEND-
ER.—The Secretary shall remit assistance
payments under this section directly to the
mortgagee of the dwelling unit purchased by
the disabled family receiving such assistance
payments.

(f) INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN PROVI-
SIONS.—Assistance under this section shall
not be subject to the requirements of the fol-
lowing provisions:

(1) Subsection (c)(3)(B) of section 8 of the
United States Housing Act of 1937.

(2) Subsection (d)(1)(B)(i) of section 8 of the
United States Housing Act of 1937.

(3) Any other provisions of section 8 of the
United States Housing Act of 1937 governing
maximum amounts payable to owners and
amounts payable by assisted families.

(4) Any other provisions of section 8 of the
United States Housing Act of 1937 concerning
contracts between public housing agencies
and owners.

(5) Any other provisions of the United
States Housing Act of 1937 that are incon-
sistent with the provisions of this section.

(g) REVERSION TO RENTAL STATUS.—
(1) NON-FHA MORTGAGES.—If a disabled fam-

ily receiving assistance under this section
defaults under a mortgage not insured under
the National Housing Act, the disabled fam-
ily may not continue to receive rental assist-
ance under section 8 of the United States
Housing Act of 1937 unless it complies with
requirements established by the Secretary.

(2) ALL MORTGAGES.—A disabled family re-
ceiving assistance under this section that de-
faults under a mortgage may not receive as-
sistance under this section for occupancy of
another dwelling unit owned by 1 or more
members of the disabled family.

(3) EXCEPTION.—This subsection shall not
apply if the Secretary determines that the
disabled family receiving assistance under
this section defaulted under a mortgage due
to catastrophic medical reasons or due to the
impact of a federally declared major disaster
or emergency.

(h) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall issue regulations to im-
plement this section. Such regulations may
not prohibit any public housing agency pro-
viding tenant-based assistance on behalf of
an eligible family under section 8 of the
United States Housing Act of 1937 from par-
ticipating in the pilot program under this
section.

(i) DEFINITION OF DISABLED FAMILY.—For
the purposes of this section, the term ‘‘dis-
abled family’’ has the meaning given the

term ‘‘person with disabilities’’ in section
811(k)(2) of the Cranston-Gonzalez National
Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013(k)(2)).
SEC. 303. FUNDING FOR PILOT PROGRAMS.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated such
sums as may be necessary for fiscal year 2001
for assistance in connection with the exist-
ing homeownership pilot programs carried
out under the demonstration program au-
thorized under to section 555(b) of the Qual-
ity Housing and Work Responsibility Act of
1998 (Public Law 105–276; 112 Stat. 2613).

(b) USE.—Subject to subsection (c),
amounts made available pursuant to this
section shall be used only through such
homeownership pilot programs to provide, on
behalf of families participating in such pro-
grams, amounts for downpayments in con-
nection with dwellings purchased by such
families using assistance made available
under section 8(y) of the United States Hous-
ing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(y)). No such
downpayment grant may exceed 20 percent of
the appraised value of the dwelling pur-
chased with assistance under such section
8(y).

(c) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—The amount
of assistance made available under this sec-
tion for any existing homeownership pilot
program may not exceed twice the amount
donated from sources other than this section
for use under the program for assistance de-
scribed in subsection (b). Amounts donated
from other sources may include amounts
from State housing finance agencies and
Neighborhood Housing Services of America.
TITLE IV—PRIVATE MORTGAGE INSUR-

ANCE CANCELLATION AND TERMI-
NATION

SEC. 401. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Private

Mortgage Insurance Technical Corrections
and Clarification Act’’.
SEC. 402. CHANGES IN AMORTIZATION SCHED-

ULE.
(a) TREATMENT OF ADJUSTABLE RATE MORT-

GAGES.—The Homeowners Protection Act of
1998 (12 U.S.C. 4901 et seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 2—
(A) in paragraph (2)(B)(i), by striking ‘‘am-

ortization schedules’’ and inserting ‘‘the am-
ortization schedule then in effect’’;

(B) in paragraph (16)(B), by striking ‘‘am-
ortization schedules’’ and inserting ‘‘the am-
ortization schedule then in effect’’;

(C) by redesignating paragraphs (6)
through (16) (as amended by the preceding
provisions of this paragraph) as paragraphs
(8) through (18), respectively; and

(D) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(6) AMORTIZATION SCHEDULE THEN IN EF-
FECT.—The term ‘amortization schedule then
in effect’ means, with respect to an adjust-
able rate mortgage, a schedule established at
the time at which the residential mortgage
transaction is consummated or, if such
schedule has been changed or recalculated, is
the most recent schedule under the terms of
the note or mortgage, which shows—

‘‘(A) the amount of principal and interest
that is due at regular intervals to retire the
principal balance and accrued interest over
the remaining amortization period of the
loan; and

‘‘(B) the unpaid balance of the loan after
each such scheduled payment is made.’’; and

(2) in section 3(f)(1)(B)(ii), by striking ‘‘am-
ortization schedules’’ and inserting ‘‘the am-
ortization schedule then in effect’’.

(b) TREATMENT OF BALLOON MORTGAGES.—
Paragraph (1) of section 2 of the Homeowners
Protection Act of 1998 (12 U.S.C. 4901(1)) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new sentence: ‘‘A residential mortgage that
(A) does not fully amortize over the term of
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the obligation, and (B) contains a condi-
tional right to refinance or modify the
unamortized principal at the maturity date
of the term, shall be considered to be an ad-
justable rate mortgage for purposes of this
Act.’’.

(c) TREATMENT OF LOAN MODIFICATIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 3 of the Home-

owners Protection Act of 1998 (12 U.S.C. 4902)
is amended—

(A) by redesignating subsections (d)
through (f) as subsections (e) through (g), re-
spectively; and

(B) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘‘(d) TREATMENT OF LOAN MODIFICATIONS.—
If a mortgagor and mortgagee (or holder of
the mortgage) agree to a modification of the
terms or conditions of a loan pursuant to a
residential mortgage transaction, the can-
cellation date, termination date, or final ter-
mination shall be recalculated to reflect the
modified terms and conditions of such
loan.’’.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 4(a)
of the Homeowners Protection Act of 1998 (12
U.S.C. 4903(a)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1)—
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph

(A), by striking ‘‘section 3(f)(1)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 3(g)(1)’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (A)(ii)(IV), by striking
‘‘section 3(f)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 3(g)’’;
and

(iii) in subparagraph (B)(iii), by striking
‘‘section 3(f)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 3(g)’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘section
3(f)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 3(g)(1)’’.
SEC. 403. DELETION OF AMBIGUOUS REF-

ERENCES TO RESIDENTIAL MORT-
GAGES.

(a) TERMINATION OF PRIVATE MORTGAGE IN-
SURANCE.—Section 3 of the Homeowners Pro-
tection Act of 1998 (12 U.S.C. 4902) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘on resi-
dential mortgage transactions’’ after ‘‘im-
posed’’; and

(2) in subsection (g) (as so redesignated by
the preceding provisions of this title)—

(A) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘mort-
gage or’’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘mortgage
or’’; and

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘mortgage
or’’ and inserting ‘‘residential mortgage or
residential’’.

(b) DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS.—Section 4
of the Homeowners Protection Act of 1998 (12
U.S.C. 4903(a)) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraph (1)—
(i) by striking ‘‘mortgage or’’ the first

place it appears; and
(ii) by striking ‘‘mortgage or’’ the second

place it appears and inserting ‘‘residential’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘mortgage
or’’ and inserting ‘‘residential’’;

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘para-
graphs (1)(B) and (3) of subsection (a)’’ and
inserting ‘‘subsection (a)(3)’’; and

(3) in subsection (d), by inserting before
the period at the end the following: ‘‘, which
disclosures shall relate to the mortgagor’s
rights under this Act’’.

(c) DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS FOR LENDER-
PAID MORTGAGE INSURANCE.—Section 6 of the
Homeowners Protection Act of 1998 (12 U.S.C.
4905) is amended—

(1) in subsection (c)—
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),

by striking ‘‘a residential mortgage or’’; and
(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘trans-

action’’ after ‘‘residential mortgage’’; and
(2) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘trans-

action’’ after ‘‘residential mortgage’’.

SEC. 404. CANCELLATION RIGHTS AFTER CAN-
CELLATION DATE.

Section 3 of the Homeowners Protection
Act of 1998 (12 U.S.C. 4902) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),

by inserting after ‘‘cancellation date’’ the
following: ‘‘or any later date that the mort-
gagor fulfills all of the requirements under
paragraphs (1) through (4)’’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and’’ at
the end;

(C) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and

(D) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(3) is current on the payments required by
the terms of the residential mortgage trans-
action; and’’; and

(2) in subsection (e)(1)(B) (as so redesig-
nated by the preceding provisions of this
title), by striking ‘‘subsection (a)(3)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (a)(4)’’.
SEC. 405. CLARIFICATION OF CANCELLATION

AND TERMINATION ISSUES AND
LENDER PAID MORTGAGE INSUR-
ANCE DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS.

(a) GOOD PAYMENT HISTORY.—Section 2(4)
of the Homeowners Protection Act of 1998 (12
U.S.C. 4901(4)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘the later of (i)’’ before

‘‘the date’’; and
(B) by inserting ‘‘, or (ii) the date that the

mortgagor submits a request for cancellation
under section 3(a)(1)’’ before the semicolon;
and

(2) in subparagraph (B)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘the later of (i)’’ before

‘‘the date’’; and
(B) by inserting ‘‘, or (ii) the date that the

mortgagor submits a request for cancellation
under section 3(a)(1)’’ before the period at
the end.

(b) AUTOMATIC TERMINATION.—Paragraph
(2) of section 3(b) of the Homeowners Protec-
tion Act of 1998 (12 U.S.C. 4902(b)(2)) is
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(2) if the mortgagor is not current on the
termination date, on the first day of the first
month beginning after the date that the
mortgagor becomes current on the payments
required by the terms of the residential
mortgage transaction.’’

(c) PREMIUM PAYMENTS.—Section 3 of the
Homeowners Protection Act of 1998 (12 U.S.C.
4902) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘‘(h) ACCRUED OBLIGATION FOR PREMIUM
PAYMENTS.—The cancellation or termination
under this section of the private mortgage
insurance of a mortgagor shall not affect the
rights of any mortgagee, servicer, or mort-
gage insurer to enforce any obligation of
such mortgagor for premium payments ac-
crued prior to the date on which such can-
cellation or termination occurred.’’.
SEC. 406. DEFINITIONS.

(a) REFINANCED.—Section 6(c)(1)(B)(ii) of
the Homeowners Protection Act of 1998 (12
U.S.C. 4905(c)(1)(B)(ii)) is amended by insert-
ing after ‘‘refinanced’’ the following: ‘‘(under
the meaning given such term in the regula-
tions issued by the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System to carry out the
Truth in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1601 et
seq.))’’.

(b) MIDPOINT OF THE AMORTIZATION PE-
RIOD.—Section 2 of the Homeowners Protec-
tion Act of 1998 (12 U.S.C. 4901) is amended by
inserting after paragraph (6) (as added by the
preceding provisions of this title) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(7) MIDPOINT OF THE AMORTIZATION PE-
RIOD.—The term ‘midpoint of the amortiza-
tion period’ means, with respect to a residen-
tial mortgage transaction, the point in time
that is halfway through the period that be-

gins upon the first day of the amortization
period established at the time a residential
mortgage transaction is consummated and
ends upon the completion of the entire pe-
riod over which the mortgage is scheduled to
be amortized.’’.

(c) ORIGINAL VALUE.—Section 2(12) of the
Homeowners Protection Act of 1998 (12 U.S.C.
4901(10)) (as so redesignated by the preceding
provisions of this title) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘transaction’’ after ‘‘a res-
idential mortgage’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: ‘‘In the case of a residential mort-
gage transaction for refinancing the prin-
cipal residence of the mortgagor, such term
means only the appraised value relied upon
by the mortgagee to approve the refinance
transaction.’’.

(d) PRINCIPAL RESIDENCE.—Section 2 of the
Homeowners Protection Act of 1998 (12 U.S.C.
4901) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (14) (as so redesignated by
the preceding provisions of this title) by
striking ‘‘primary’’ and inserting ‘‘prin-
cipal’’; and

(2) in paragraph (15) (as so redesignated by
the preceding provisions of this title) by
striking ‘‘primary’’ and inserting ‘‘prin-
cipal’’;

TITLE V—NATIVE AMERICAN
HOMEOWNERSHIP

Subtitle A—Native American Housing
SEC. 501. LANDS TITLE REPORT COMMISSION.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Subject to sums being
provided in advance in appropriations Acts,
there is established a Commission to be
known as the Lands Title Report Commis-
sion (hereafter in this section referred to as
the ‘‘Commission’’) to facilitate home loan
mortgages on Indian trust lands. The Com-
mission will be subject to oversight by the
Committee on Banking and Financial Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs of the Senate.

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—
(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Commission shall

be composed of 12 members, appointed not
later than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act as follows:

(A) Four members shall be appointed by
the President.

(B) Four members shall be appointed by
the Chairperson of the Committee on Bank-
ing and Financial Services of the House of
Representatives.

(C) Four members shall be appointed by
the Chairperson of the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Sen-
ate.

(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—
(A) MEMBERS OF TRIBES.—At all times, not

less than eight of the members of the Com-
mission shall be members of federally recog-
nized Indian tribes.

(B) EXPERIENCE IN LAND TITLE MATTERS.—
All members of the Commission shall have
experience in and knowledge of land title
matters relating to Indian trust lands.

(3) CHAIRPERSON.—The Chairperson of the
Commission shall be one of the members of
the Commission appointed under paragraph
(1)(C), as elected by the members of the Com-
mission.

(4) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy on the Com-
mission shall not affect its powers, but shall
be filled in the manner in which the original
appointment was made.

(5) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—Members of the
Commission shall serve without pay, but
each member shall receive travel expenses,
including per diem in lieu of subsistence, in
accordance with sections 5702 and 5703 of
title 5, United States Code.

(c) INITIAL MEETING.—The Chairperson of
the Commission shall call the initial meet-
ing of the Commission. Such meeting shall
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be held within 30 days after the Chairperson
of the Commission determines that sums suf-
ficient for the Commission to carry out its
duties under this Act have been appropriated
for such purpose.

(d) DUTIES.—The Commission shall analyze
the system of the Bureau of Indian Affairs of
the Department of the Interior for maintain-
ing land ownership records and title docu-
ments and issuing certified title status re-
ports relating to Indian trust lands and, pur-
suant to such analysis, determine how best
to improve or replace the system—

(1) to ensure prompt and accurate re-
sponses to requests for title status reports;

(2) to eliminate any backlog of requests for
title status reports; and

(3) to ensure that the administration of the
system will not in any way impair or restrict
the ability of Native Americans to obtain
conventional loans for purchase of residences
located on Indian trust lands, including any
actions necessary to ensure that the system
will promptly be able to meet future de-
mands for certified title status reports, tak-
ing into account the anticipated complexity
and volume of such requests.

(e) REPORT.—Not later than the date of the
termination of the Commission under sub-
section (h), the Commission shall submit a
report to the Committee on Banking and Fi-
nancial Services of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate describ-
ing the analysis and determinations made
pursuant to subsection (d).

(f) POWERS.—
(1) HEARINGS AND SESSIONS.—The Commis-

sion may, for the purpose of carrying out
this section, hold hearings, sit and act at
times and places, take testimony, and re-
ceive evidence as the Commission considers
appropriate.

(2) STAFF OF FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Upon re-
quest of the Commission, the head of any
Federal department or agency may detail, on
a reimbursable basis, any of the personnel of
that department or agency to the Commis-
sion to assist it in carrying out its duties
under this section.

(3) OBTAINING OFFICIAL DATA.—The Com-
mission may secure directly from any de-
partment or agency of the United States in-
formation necessary to enable it to carry out
this section. Upon request of the Chairperson
of the Commission, the head of that depart-
ment or agency shall furnish that informa-
tion to the Commission.

(4) MAILS.—The Commission may use the
United States mails in the same manner and
under the same conditions as other depart-
ments and agencies of the United States.

(5) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT SERVICES.—
Upon the request of the Commission, the Ad-
ministrator of General Services shall provide
to the Commission, on a reimbursable basis,
the administrative support services nec-
essary for the Commission to carry out its
duties under this section.

(6) STAFF.—The Commission may appoint
personnel as it considers appropriate, subject
to the provisions of title 5, United States
Code, governing appointments in the com-
petitive service, and shall pay such personnel
in accordance with the provisions of chapter
51 and subchapter III of chapter 53 of that
title relating to classification and General
Schedule pay rates.

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section such sums as may be
necessary, and any amounts appropriated
pursuant to this subsection shall remain
available until expended.

(h) TERMINATION.—The Commission shall
terminate 1 year after the date of the initial
meeting of the Commission.

SEC. 502. LOAN GUARANTEES.
Section 184(i) of the Housing and Commu-

nity Development Act of 1992 (12 U.S.C.
1715z–13a(i)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (5), by striking subpara-
graph (C) and inserting the following new
subparagraph:

‘‘(C) LIMITATION ON OUTSTANDING AGGRE-
GATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT.—Subject to the lim-
itations in subparagraphs (A) and (B), the
Secretary may enter into commitments to
guarantee loans under this section in each
fiscal year with an aggregate outstanding
principal amount not exceeding such amount
as may be provided in appropriation Acts for
such fiscal year.’’; and

(2) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘each of
fiscal years 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, and 2001’’
and inserting ‘‘each fiscal year’’.
SEC. 503. NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING ASSIST-

ANCE.
(a) RESTRICTION ON WAIVER AUTHORITY.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(b)(2) of the

Native American Housing Assistance and
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C.
4111(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘if the Sec-
retary’’ and all that follows through the pe-
riod at the end and inserting the following:
‘‘for a period of not more than 90 days, if the
Secretary determines that an Indian tribe
has not complied with, or is unable to com-
ply with, those requirements due to exigent
circumstances beyond the control of the In-
dian tribe.’’.

(2) LOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT.—Sec-
tion 101(c) of the Native American Housing
Assistance and Self-Determination Act of
1996 (25 U.S.C. 4111(c)) is amended by adding
at the end the following: ‘‘The Secretary
may waive the requirements of this sub-
section and subsection (d) if the recipient
has made a good faith effort to fulfill the re-
quirements of this subsection and subsection
(d) and agrees to make payments in lieu of
taxes to the appropriate taxing authority in
an amount consistent with the requirements
of subsection (d)(2) until such time as the
matter of making such payments has been
resolved in accordance with subsection (d).’’.

(b) ASSISTANCE TO FAMILIES THAT ARE NOT
LOW-INCOME.—Section 102(c) of the Native
American Housing Assistance and Self-De-
termination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4112(c)) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(6) CERTAIN FAMILIES.—With respect to as-
sistance provided under section 201(b)(2) by a
recipient to Indian families that are not low-
income families, evidence that there is a
need for housing for each such family during
that period that cannot reasonably be met
without such assistance.’’.

(c) ELIMINATION OF WAIVER AUTHORITY FOR
SMALL TRIBES.—Section 102 of the Native
American Housing Assistance and Self-De-
termination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4112) is
amended—

(1) by striking subsection (f); and
(2) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-

section (f).
(d) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.—Section

105 of the Native American Housing Assist-
ance and Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25
U.S.C. 4115) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

‘‘(d) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.—The
Secretary may waive the requirements under
this section if the Secretary determines that
a failure on the part of a recipient to comply
with provisions of this section—

‘‘(1) will not frustrate the goals of the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4331 et seq.) or any other provision of
law that furthers the goals of that Act;

‘‘(2) does not threaten the health or safety
of the community involved by posing an im-
mediate or long-term hazard to residents of
that community;

‘‘(3) is a result of inadvertent error, includ-
ing an incorrect or incomplete certification
provided under subsection (c)(1); and

‘‘(4) may be corrected through the sole ac-
tion of the recipient.’’.

(e) ELIGIBILITY OF LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFI-
CERS FOR HOUSING ASSISTANCE.—Section
201(b) of the Native American Housing As-
sistance and Self-Determination Act of 1996
(25 U.S.C. 4131(b)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘paragraph
(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (2) and (4)’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5)
as paragraphs (5) and (6), respectively; and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(4) LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS.—A recipi-
ent may provide housing or housing assist-
ance provided through affordable housing ac-
tivities assisted with grant amounts under
this Act for a law enforcement officer on an
Indian reservation or other Indian area, if—

‘‘(A) the officer—
‘‘(i) is employed on a full-time basis by the

Federal Government or a State, county, or
tribal government; and

‘‘(ii) in implementing such full-time em-
ployment, is sworn to uphold, and make ar-
rests for, violations of Federal, State, coun-
ty, or tribal law; and

‘‘(B) the recipient determines that the
presence of the law enforcement officer on
the Indian reservation or other Indian area
may deter crime.’’.

(f) OVERSIGHT.—
(1) REPAYMENT.—Section 209 of the Native

American Housing Assistance and Self-De-
termination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4139) is
amended to read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 209. NONCOMPLIANCE WITH AFFORDABLE

HOUSING REQUIREMENT.
‘‘If a recipient uses grant amounts to pro-

vide affordable housing under this title, and
at any time during the useful life of the
housing the recipient does not comply with
the requirement under section 205(a)(2), the
Secretary shall take appropriate action
under section 401(a).’’.

(2) AUDITS AND REVIEWS.—Section 405 of the
Native American Housing Assistance and
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C.
4165) is amended to read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 405. REVIEW AND AUDIT BY SECRETARY.

‘‘(a) REQUIREMENTS UNDER CHAPTER 75 OF
TITLE 31, UNITED STATES CODE.—An entity
designated by an Indian tribe as a housing
entity shall be treated, for purposes of chap-
ter 75 of title 31, United States Code, as a
non-Federal entity that is subject to the
audit requirements that apply to non-Fed-
eral entities under that chapter.

‘‘(b) ADDITIONAL REVIEWS AND AUDITS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to any audit

or review under subsection (a), to the extent
the Secretary determines such action to be
appropriate, the Secretary may conduct an
audit or review of a recipient in order to—

‘‘(A) determine whether the recipient—
‘‘(i) has carried out—
‘‘(I) eligible activities in a timely manner;

and
‘‘(II) eligible activities and certification in

accordance with this Act and other applica-
ble law;

‘‘(ii) has a continuing capacity to carry out
eligible activities in a timely manner; and

‘‘(iii) is in compliance with the Indian
housing plan of the recipient; and

‘‘(B) verify the accuracy of information
contained in any performance report sub-
mitted by the recipient under section 404.

‘‘(2) ON-SITE VISITS.—To the extent prac-
ticable, the reviews and audits conducted
under this subsection shall include on-site
visits by the appropriate official of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment.
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‘‘(c) REVIEW OF REPORTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-

vide each recipient that is the subject of a
report made by the Secretary under this sec-
tion notice that the recipient may review
and comment on the report during a period
of not less than 30 days after the date on
which notice is issued under this paragraph.

‘‘(2) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—After taking
into consideration any comments of the re-
cipient under paragraph (1), the Secretary—

‘‘(A) may revise the report; and
‘‘(B) not later than 30 days after the date

on which those comments are received, shall
make the comments and the report (with
any revisions made under subparagraph (A))
readily available to the public.

‘‘(d) EFFECT OF REVIEWS.—Subject to sec-
tion 401(a), after reviewing the reports and
audits relating to a recipient that are sub-
mitted to the Secretary under this section,
the Secretary may adjust the amount of a
grant made to a recipient under this Act in
accordance with the findings of the Sec-
retary with respect to those reports and au-
dits.’’.

(g) ALLOCATION FORMULA.—Section
302(d)(1) of the Native American Housing As-
sistance and Self-Determination Act of 1996
(25 U.S.C. 4152(d)(1)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘The formula,’’ and insert-
ing the following:

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except with respect to
an Indian tribe described in subparagraph
(B), the formula’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(B) CERTAIN INDIAN TRIBES.—With respect

to fiscal year 2001 and each fiscal year there-
after, for any Indian tribe with an Indian
housing authority that owns or operates
fewer than 250 public housing units, the for-
mula shall provide that if the amount pro-
vided for a fiscal year in which the total
amount made available for assistance under
this Act is equal to or greater than the
amount made available for fiscal year 1996
for assistance for the operation and mod-
ernization of the public housing referred to
in subparagraph (A), then the amount pro-
vided to that Indian tribe as modernization
assistance shall be equal to the average an-
nual amount of funds provided to the Indian
tribe (other than funds provided as emer-
gency assistance) under the assistance pro-
gram under section 14 of the United States
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437l) for the
period beginning with fiscal year 1992 and
ending with fiscal year 1997.’’.

(h) HEARING REQUIREMENT.—Section 401(a)
of the Native American Housing Assistance
and Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C.
4161(a)) is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through
(4) as subparagraphs (A) through (D), respec-
tively, and realigning such subparagraphs (as
so redesignated) so as to be indented 4 ems
from the left margin;

(2) by striking ‘‘Except as provided’’ and
inserting the following:

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided’’;
(3) by striking ‘‘If the Secretary takes an

action under paragraph (1), (2), or (3)’’ and
inserting the following:

‘‘(2) CONTINUANCE OF ACTIONS.—If the Sec-
retary takes an action under subparagraph
(A), (B), or (C) of paragraph (1)’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(3) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN ACTIONS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any

other provision of this subsection, if the Sec-
retary makes a determination that the fail-
ure of a recipient of assistance under this
Act to comply substantially with any mate-
rial provision (as that term is defined by the
Secretary) of this Act is resulting, and would
continue to result, in a continuing expendi-
ture of Federal funds in a manner that is not
authorized by law, the Secretary may take

an action described in paragraph (1)(C) be-
fore conducting a hearing.

‘‘(B) PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENT.—If the
Secretary takes an action described in sub-
paragraph (A), the Secretary shall—

‘‘(i) provide notice to the recipient at the
time that the Secretary takes that action;
and

‘‘(ii) conduct a hearing not later than 60
days after the date on which the Secretary
provides notice under clause (i).

‘‘(C) DETERMINATION.—Upon completion of
a hearing under this paragraph, the Sec-
retary shall make a determination regarding
whether to continue taking the action that
is the subject of the hearing, or take another
action under this subsection.’’.

(i) PERFORMANCE AGREEMENT TIME LIMIT.—
Section 401(b) of the Native American Hous-
ing Assistance and Self-Determination Act
of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4161(b)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘If the Secretary’’ and in-
serting the following:

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary’’;
(2) by striking ‘‘(1) is not’’ and inserting

the following:
‘‘(A) is not’’;
(3) by striking ‘‘(2) is a result’’ and insert-

ing the following:
‘‘(B) is a result’’;
(4) in the flush material following para-

graph (1)(B), as redesignated by paragraph (3)
of this subsection—

(A) by realigning such material so as to be
indented 2 ems from the left margin; and

(B) by inserting before the period at the
end the following: ‘‘, if the recipient enters
into a performance agreement with the Sec-
retary that specifies the compliance objec-
tives that the recipient will be required to
achieve by the termination date of the per-
formance agreement’’; and

(5) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(2) PERFORMANCE AGREEMENT.—The period

of a performance agreement described in
paragraph (1) shall be for 1 year.

‘‘(3) REVIEW.—Upon the termination of a
performance agreement entered into under
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall review the
performance of the recipient that is a party
to the agreement.

‘‘(4) EFFECT OF REVIEW.—If, on the basis of
a review under paragraph (3), the Secretary
determines that the recipient—

‘‘(A) has made a good faith effort to meet
the compliance objectives specified in the
agreement, the Secretary may enter into an
additional performance agreement for the
period specified in paragraph (2); and

‘‘(B) has failed to make a good faith effort
to meet applicable compliance objectives,
the Secretary shall determine the recipient
to have failed to comply substantially with
this Act, and the recipient shall be subject to
an action under subsection (a).’’.

(j) LABOR STANDARDS.—Section 104(b) of
the Native American Housing Assistance and
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C.
4114(b) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Davis-
Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. 276a–276a–5)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘Act of March 3, 1931 (commonly known
as the Davis-Bacon Act; chapter 411; 46 Stat.
1494; 40 U.S.C 276a et seq.)’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(3) APPLICATION OF TRIBAL LAWS.—Para-
graph (1) shall not apply to any contract or
agreement for assistance, sale, or lease pur-
suant to this Act, if such contract or agree-
ment is otherwise covered by one or more
laws or regulations adopted by an Indian
tribe that requires the payment of not less
than prevailing wages, as determined by the
Indian tribe.’’.

(k) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—

(1) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—Section 1(b) of the
Native American Housing Assistance and
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4101
note) is amended in the table of contents—

(A) by striking the item relating to section
206; and

(B) by striking the item relating to section
209 and inserting the following:
‘‘209. Noncompliance with affordable housing

requirement.’’.

(2) CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE WITH SUB-
SIDY LAYERING REQUIREMENTS.—Section 206 of
the Native American Housing Assistance and
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C.
4136) is repealed.

(3) TERMINATIONS.—Section 502(a) of the
Native American Housing Assistance and
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C.
4181(a)) is amended by adding at the end the
following: ‘‘Any housing that is the subject
of a contract for tenant-based assistance be-
tween the Secretary and an Indian housing
authority that is terminated under this sec-
tion shall, for the following fiscal year and
each fiscal year thereafter, be considered to
be a dwelling unit under section 302(b)(1).’’.

Subtitle B—Native Hawaiian Housing
SEC. 511. SHORT TITLE.

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Hawai-
ian Homelands Homeownership Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 512. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds that—
(1) the United States has undertaken a re-

sponsibility to promote the general welfare
of the United States by—

(A) employing its resources to remedy the
unsafe and unsanitary housing conditions
and the acute shortage of decent, safe, and
sanitary dwellings for families of lower in-
come; and

(B) developing effective partnerships with
governmental and private entities to accom-
plish the objectives referred to in subpara-
graph (A);

(2) the United States has a special respon-
sibility for the welfare of the Native peoples
of the United States, including Native Ha-
waiians;

(3) pursuant to the provisions of the Ha-
waiian Homes Commission Act, 1920 (42 Stat.
108 et seq.), the United States set aside
200,000 acres of land in the Federal territory
that later became the State of Hawaii in
order to establish a homeland for the native
people of Hawaii—Native Hawaiians;

(4) despite the intent of Congress in 1920 to
address the housing needs of Native Hawai-
ians through the enactment of the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act, 1920 (42 Stat. 108 et
seq.), Native Hawaiians eligible to reside on
the Hawaiian home lands have been fore-
closed from participating in Federal housing
assistance programs available to all other el-
igible families in the United States;

(5) although Federal housing assistance
programs have been administered on a ra-
cially neutral basis in the State of Hawaii,
Native Hawaiians continue to have the
greatest unmet need for housing and the
highest rates of overcrowding in the United
States;

(6) among the Native American population
of the United States, Native Hawaiians expe-
rience the highest percentage of housing
problems in the United States, as the
percentage—

(A) of housing problems in the Native Ha-
waiian population is 49 percent, as compared
to—

(i) 44 percent for American Indian and
Alaska Native households in Indian country;
and

(ii) 27 percent for all other households in
the United States; and

(B) overcrowding in the Native Hawaiian
population is 36 percent as compared to 3
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percent for all other households in the
United States;

(7) among the Native Hawaiian population,
the needs of Native Hawaiians, as that term
is defined in section 801 of the Native Amer-
ican Housing Assistance and Self-Determina-
tion Act of 1996 (as added by this subtitle),
eligible to reside on the Hawaiian Home
Lands are the most severe, as—

(A) the percentage of overcrowding in Na-
tive Hawaiian households on the Hawaiian
Home Lands is 36 percent; and

(B) approximately 13,000 Native Hawaiians,
which constitute 95 percent of the Native Ha-
waiians who are eligible to reside on the Ha-
waiian Home Lands, are in need of housing;

(8) applying the Department of Housing
and Urban Development guidelines—

(A) 70.8 percent of Native Hawaiians who
either reside or who are eligible to reside on
the Hawaiian Home Lands have incomes that
fall below the median family income; and

(B) 50 percent of Native Hawaiians who ei-
ther reside or who are eligible to reside on
the Hawaiian Home Lands have incomes
below 30 percent of the median family in-
come;

(9) 1⁄3 of those Native Hawaiians who are el-
igible to reside on the Hawaiian Home Lands
pay more than 30 percent of their income for
shelter, and 1⁄2 of those Native Hawaiians
face overcrowding;

(10) the extraordinarily severe housing
needs of Native Hawaiians demonstrate that
Native Hawaiians who either reside on, or
are eligible to reside on, Hawaiian Home
Lands have been denied equal access to Fed-
eral low-income housing assistance programs
available to other qualified residents of the
United States, and that a more effective
means of addressing their housing needs
must be authorized;

(11) consistent with the recommendations
of the National Commission on American In-
dian, Alaska Native, and Native Hawaiian
Housing, and in order to address the con-
tinuing prevalence of extraordinarily severe
housing needs among Native Hawaiians who
either reside or are eligible to reside on the
Hawaiian Home Lands, Congress finds it nec-
essary to extend the Federal low-income
housing assistance available to American In-
dians and Alaska Natives under the Native
American Housing Assistance and Self-De-
termination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4101 et
seq.) to those Native Hawaiians;

(12) under the treatymaking power of the
United States, Congress had the constitu-
tional authority to confirm a treaty between
the United States and the government that
represented the Hawaiian people, and from
1826 until 1893, the United States recognized
the independence of the Kingdom of Hawaii,
extended full diplomatic recognition to the
Hawaiian Government, and entered into
treaties and conventions with the Hawaiian
monarchs to govern commerce and naviga-
tion in 1826, 1842, 1849, 1875, and 1887;

(13) the United States has recognized and
reaffirmed that—

(A) Native Hawaiians have a cultural, his-
toric, and land-based link to the indigenous
people who exercised sovereignty over the
Hawaiian Islands, and that group has never
relinquished its claims to sovereignty or its
sovereign lands;

(B) Congress does not extend services to
Native Hawaiians because of their race, but
because of their unique status as the indige-
nous people of a once sovereign nation as to
whom the United States has established a
trust relationship;

(C) Congress has also delegated broad au-
thority to administer a portion of the Fed-
eral trust responsibility to the State of Ha-
waii;

(D) the political status of Native Hawai-
ians is comparable to that of American Indi-
ans and Alaska Natives; and

(E) the aboriginal, indigenous people of the
United States have—

(i) a continuing right to autonomy in their
internal affairs; and

(ii) an ongoing right of self-determination
and self-governance that has never been ex-
tinguished;

(14) the political relationship between the
United States and the Native Hawaiian peo-
ple has been recognized and reaffirmed by
the United States as evidenced by the inclu-
sion of Native Hawaiians in—

(A) the Native American Programs Act of
1974 (42 U.S.C. 2291 et seq.);

(B) the American Indian Religious Free-
dom Act (42 U.S.C. 1996 et seq.);

(C) the National Museum of the American
Indian Act (20 U.S.C. 80q et seq.);

(D) the Native American Graves Protection
and Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.);

(E) the National Historic Preservation Act
(16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.);

(F) the Native American Languages Act of
1992 (106 Stat. 3434);

(G) the American Indian, Alaska Native
and Native Hawaiian Culture and Arts Devel-
opment Act (20 U.S.C. 4401 et seq.);

(H) the Job Training Partnership Act (29
U.S.C. 1501 et seq.); and

(I) the Older Americans Act of 1965 (42
U.S.C. 3001 et seq.); and

(15) in the area of housing, the United
States has recognized and reaffirmed the po-
litical relationship with the Native Hawaiian
people through—

(A) the enactment of the Hawaiian Homes
Commission Act, 1920 (42 Stat. 108 et seq.),
which set aside approximately 200,000 acres
of public lands that became known as Hawai-
ian Home Lands in the Territory of Hawaii
that had been ceded to the United States for
homesteading by Native Hawaiians in order
to rehabilitate a landless and dying people;

(B) the enactment of the Act entitled ‘‘An
Act to provide for the admission of the State
of Hawaii into the Union’’, approved March
18, 1959 (73 Stat. 4)—

(i) by ceding to the State of Hawaii title to
the public lands formerly held by the United
States, and mandating that those lands be
held in public trust, for the betterment of
the conditions of Native Hawaiians, as that
term is defined in section 201 of the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act, 1920 (42 Stat. 108 et
seq.); and

(ii) by transferring the United States re-
sponsibility for the administration of Hawai-
ian Home Lands to the State of Hawaii, but
retaining the authority to enforce the trust,
including the exclusive right of the United
States to consent to any actions affecting
the lands which comprise the corpus of the
trust and any amendments to the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act, 1920 (42 Stat. 108 et
seq.), enacted by the legislature of the State
of Hawaii affecting the rights of bene-
ficiaries under the Act;

(C) the authorization of mortgage loans in-
sured by the Federal Housing Administra-
tion for the purchase, construction, or refi-
nancing of homes on Hawaiian Home Lands
under the National Housing Act (Public Law
479; 73d Congress; 12 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.);

(D) authorizing Native Hawaiian represen-
tation on the National Commission on Amer-
ican Indian, Alaska Native, and Native Ha-
waiian Housing under Public Law 101–235;

(E) the inclusion of Native Hawaiians in
the definition under section 3764 of title 38,
United States Code, applicable to subchapter
V of chapter 37 of title 38, United States
Code (relating to a housing loan program for
Native American veterans); and

(F) the enactment of the Hawaiian Home
Lands Recovery Act (109 Stat. 357; 48 U.S.C.

491, note prec.) which establishes a process
for the conveyance of Federal lands to the
Department of Hawaiian Homes Lands that
are equivalent in value to lands acquired by
the United States from the Hawaiian Home
Lands inventory.

SEC. 513. HOUSING ASSISTANCE.

The Native American Housing Assistance
and Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C.
4101 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

‘‘TITLE VIII—HOUSING ASSISTANCE FOR
NATIVE HAWAIIANS

‘‘SEC. 801. DEFINITIONS.

‘‘In this title:
‘‘(1) DEPARTMENT OF HAWAIIAN HOME LANDS;

DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘Department of Ha-
waiian Home Lands’ or ‘Department’ means
the agency or department of the government
of the State of Hawaii that is responsible for
the administration of the Hawaiian Homes
Commission Act, 1920 (42 Stat. 108 et seq.).

‘‘(2) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘Director’ means
the Director of the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands.

‘‘(3) ELDERLY FAMILIES; NEAR-ELDERLY FAM-
ILIES.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘elderly fam-
ily’ or ‘near-elderly family’ means a family
whose head (or his or her spouse), or whose
sole member, is—

‘‘(i) for an elderly family, an elderly per-
son; or

‘‘(ii) for a near-elderly family, a near-elder-
ly person.

‘‘(B) CERTAIN FAMILIES INCLUDED.—The
term ‘elderly family’ or ‘near-elderly family’
includes—

‘‘(i) two or more elderly persons or near-el-
derly persons, as the case may be, living to-
gether; and

‘‘(ii) one or more persons described in
clause (i) living with one or more persons de-
termined under the housing plan to be essen-
tial to their care or well-being.

‘‘(4) HAWAIIAN HOME LANDS.—The term ‘Ha-
waiian Home Lands’ means lands that—

‘‘(A) have the status as Hawaiian home
lands under section 204 of the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act, 1920(42 Stat. 110); or

‘‘(B) are acquired pursuant to that Act.
‘‘(5) HOUSING AREA.—The term ‘housing

area’ means an area of Hawaiian Home
Lands with respect to which the Department
of Hawaiian Home Lands is authorized to
provide assistance for affordable housing
under this Act.

‘‘(6) HOUSING ENTITY.—The term ‘housing
entity’ means the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands.

‘‘(7) HOUSING PLAN.—The term ‘housing
plan’ means a plan developed by the Depart-
ment of Hawaiian Home Lands.

‘‘(8) MEDIAN INCOME.—The term ‘median in-
come’ means, with respect to an area that is
a Hawaiian housing area, the greater of—

‘‘(A) the median income for the Hawaiian
housing area, which shall be determined by
the Secretary; or

‘‘(B) the median income for the State of
Hawaii.

‘‘(9) NATIVE HAWAIIAN.—The term ‘Native
Hawaiian’ means any individual who is—

‘‘(A) a citizen of the United States; and
‘‘(B) a descendant of the aboriginal people,

who, prior to 1778, occupied and exercised
sovereignty in the area that currently con-
stitutes the State of Hawaii, as evidenced
by—

‘‘(i) genealogical records;
‘‘(ii) verification by kupuna (elders) or

kama’aina (long-term community residents);
or

‘‘(iii) birth records of the State of Hawaii.
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‘‘SEC. 802. BLOCK GRANTS FOR AFFORDABLE

HOUSING
ACTIVITIES.

‘‘(a) GRANT AUTHORITY.—For each fiscal
year, the Secretary shall (to the extent
amounts are made available to carry out this
title) make a grant under this title to the
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands to
carry out affordable housing activities for
Native Hawaiian families who are eligible to
reside on the Hawaiian Home Lands.

‘‘(b) PLAN REQUIREMENT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make

a grant under this title to the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands for a fiscal year only
if—

‘‘(A) the Director has submitted to the
Secretary a housing plan for that fiscal year;
and

‘‘(B) the Secretary has determined under
section 804 that the housing plan complies
with the requirements of section 803.

‘‘(2) WAIVER.—The Secretary may waive
the applicability of the requirements under
paragraph (1), in part, if the Secretary finds
that the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands has not complied or cannot comply
with those requirements due to cir-
cumstances beyond the control of the De-
partment of Hawaiian Home Lands.

‘‘(c) USE OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING ACTIVI-
TIES UNDER PLAN.—Except as provided in
subsection (e), amounts provided under a
grant under this section may be used only
for affordable housing activities under this
title that are consistent with a housing plan
approved under section 804.

‘‘(d) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, by

regulation, authorize the Department of Ha-
waiian Home Lands to use a percentage of
any grant amounts received under this title
for any reasonable administrative and plan-
ning expenses of the Department relating to
carrying out this title and activities assisted
with those amounts.

‘‘(2) ADMINISTRATIVE AND PLANNING EX-
PENSES.—The administrative and planning
expenses referred to in paragraph (1)
include—

‘‘(A) costs for salaries of individuals en-
gaged in administering and managing afford-
able housing activities assisted with grant
amounts provided under this title; and

‘‘(B) expenses incurred in preparing a hous-
ing plan under section 803.

‘‘(e) PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS.—The
Director shall make all reasonable efforts,
consistent with the purposes of this title, to
maximize participation by the private sec-
tor, including nonprofit organizations and
for-profit entities, in implementing a hous-
ing plan that has been approved by the Sec-
retary under section 803.
‘‘SEC. 803. HOUSING PLAN.

‘‘(a) PLAN SUBMISSION.—The Secretary
shall—

‘‘(1) require the Director to submit a hous-
ing plan under this section for each fiscal
year; and

‘‘(2) provide for the review of each plan
submitted under paragraph (1).

‘‘(b) FIVE-YEAR PLAN.—Each housing plan
under this section shall—

‘‘(1) be in a form prescribed by the Sec-
retary; and

‘‘(2) contain, with respect to the 5-year pe-
riod beginning with the fiscal year for which
the plan is submitted, the following informa-
tion:

‘‘(A) MISSION STATEMENT.—A general state-
ment of the mission of the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands to serve the needs of
the low-income families to be served by the
Department.

‘‘(B) GOAL AND OBJECTIVES.—A statement
of the goals and objectives of the Depart-
ment of Hawaiian Home Lands to enable the

Department to serve the needs identified in
subparagraph (A) during the period.

‘‘(C) ACTIVITIES PLANS.—An overview of the
activities planned during the period includ-
ing an analysis of the manner in which the
activities will enable the Department to
meet its mission, goals, and objectives.

‘‘(c) ONE-YEAR PLAN.—A housing plan
under this section shall—

‘‘(1) be in a form prescribed by the Sec-
retary; and

‘‘(2) contain the following information re-
lating to the fiscal year for which the assist-
ance under this title is to be made available:

‘‘(A) GOALS AND OBJECTIVES.—A statement
of the goals and objectives to be accom-
plished during the period covered by the
plan.

‘‘(B) STATEMENT OF NEEDS.—A statement of
the housing needs of the low-income families
served by the Department and the means by
which those needs will be addressed during
the period covered by the plan, including—

‘‘(i) a description of the estimated housing
needs and the need for assistance for the low-
income families to be served by the Depart-
ment, including a description of the manner
in which the geographical distribution of as-
sistance is consistent with—

‘‘(I) the geographical needs of those fami-
lies; and

‘‘(II) needs for various categories of hous-
ing assistance; and

‘‘(ii) a description of the estimated housing
needs for all families to be served by the De-
partment.

‘‘(C) FINANCIAL RESOURCES.—An operating
budget for the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands, in a form prescribed by the
Secretary, that includes—

‘‘(i) an identification and a description of
the financial resources reasonably available
to the Department to carry out the purposes
of this title, including an explanation of the
manner in which amounts made available
will be used to leverage additional resources;
and

‘‘(ii) the uses to which the resources de-
scribed in clause (i) will be committed,
including—

‘‘(I) eligible and required affordable hous-
ing activities; and

‘‘(II) administrative expenses.
‘‘(D) AFFORDABLE HOUSING RESOURCES.—A

statement of the affordable housing re-
sources currently available at the time of
the submittal of the plan and to be made
available during the period covered by the
plan, including—

‘‘(i) a description of the significant charac-
teristics of the housing market in the State
of Hawaii, including the availability of hous-
ing from other public sources, private mar-
ket housing;

‘‘(ii) the manner in which the characteris-
tics referred to in clause (i) influence the de-
cision of the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands to use grant amounts to be provided
under this title for—

‘‘(I) rental assistance;
‘‘(II) the production of new units;
‘‘(III) the acquisition of existing units; or
‘‘(IV) the rehabilitation of units;
‘‘(iii) a description of the structure, coordi-

nation, and means of cooperation between
the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
and any other governmental entities in the
development, submission, or implementation
of housing plans, including a description of—

‘‘(I) the involvement of private, public, and
nonprofit organizations and institutions;

‘‘(II) the use of loan guarantees under sec-
tion 184A of the Housing and Community De-
velopment Act of 1992; and

‘‘(III) other housing assistance provided by
the United States, including loans, grants,
and mortgage insurance;

‘‘(iv) a description of the manner in which
the plan will address the needs identified
pursuant to subparagraph (C);

‘‘(v) a description of—
‘‘(I) any existing or anticipated home-

ownership programs and rental programs to
be carried out during the period covered by
the plan; and

‘‘(II) the requirements and assistance
available under the programs referred to in
subclause (I);

‘‘(vi) a description of—
‘‘(I) any existing or anticipated housing re-

habilitation programs necessary to ensure
the long-term viability of the housing to be
carried out during the period covered by the
plan; and

‘‘(II) the requirements and assistance
available under the programs referred to in
subclause (I);

‘‘(vii) a description of—
‘‘(I) all other existing or anticipated hous-

ing assistance provided by the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands during the period cov-
ered by the plan, including—

‘‘(aa) transitional housing;
‘‘(bb) homeless housing;
‘‘(cc) college housing; and
‘‘(dd) supportive services housing; and
‘‘(II) the requirements and assistance

available under such programs;
‘‘(viii)(I) a description of any housing to be

demolished or disposed of;
‘‘(II) a timetable for that demolition or

disposition; and
‘‘(III) any other information required by

the Secretary with respect to that demoli-
tion or disposition;

‘‘(ix) a description of the manner in which
the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
will coordinate with welfare agencies in the
State of Hawaii to ensure that residents of
the affordable housing will be provided with
access to resources to assist in obtaining em-
ployment and achieving self-sufficiency;

‘‘(x) a description of the requirements es-
tablished by the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands to—

‘‘(I) promote the safety of residents of the
affordable housing;

‘‘(II) facilitate the undertaking of crime
prevention measures;

‘‘(III) allow resident input and involve-
ment, including the establishment of resi-
dent organizations; and

‘‘(IV) allow for the coordination of crime
prevention activities between the Depart-
ment and local law enforcement officials;
and

‘‘(xi) a description of the entities that will
carry out the activities under the plan, in-
cluding the organizational capacity and key
personnel of the entities.

‘‘(E) CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE.—Evi-
dence of compliance that shall include, as
appropriate—

‘‘(i) a certification that the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands will comply with—

‘‘(I) title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964
(42 U.S.C. 2000d et seq.) or with the Fair
Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 3601 et seq.) in car-
rying out this title, to the extent that such
title is applicable; and

‘‘(II) other applicable Federal statutes;
‘‘(ii) a certification that the Department

will require adequate insurance coverage for
housing units that are owned and operated or
assisted with grant amounts provided under
this title, in compliance with such require-
ments as may be established by the Sec-
retary;

‘‘(iii) a certification that policies are in ef-
fect and are available for review by the Sec-
retary and the public governing the eligi-
bility, admission, and occupancy of families
for housing assisted with grant amounts pro-
vided under this title;
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‘‘(iv) a certification that policies are in ef-

fect and are available for review by the Sec-
retary and the public governing rents
charged, including the methods by which
such rents or homebuyer payments are de-
termined, for housing assisted with grant
amounts provided under this title; and

‘‘(v) a certification that policies are in ef-
fect and are available for review by the Sec-
retary and the public governing the manage-
ment and maintenance of housing assisted
with grant amounts provided under this
title.

‘‘(d) APPLICABILITY OF CIVIL RIGHTS STAT-
UTES.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To the extent that the
requirements of title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000d et seq.) or of the
Fair Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 3601 et seq.)
apply to assistance provided under this title,
nothing in the requirements concerning dis-
crimination on the basis of race shall be con-
strued to prevent the provision of assistance
under this title—

‘‘(A) to the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands on the basis that the Department
served Native Hawaiians; or

‘‘(B) to an eligible family on the basis that
the family is a Native Hawaiian family.

‘‘(2) CIVIL RIGHTS.—Program eligibility
under this title may be restricted to Native
Hawaiians. Subject to the preceding sen-
tence, no person may be discriminated
against on the basis of race, color, national
origin, religion, sex, familial status, or dis-
ability.

‘‘(e) USE OF NONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS.—As
a condition of receiving grant amounts under
this title, the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands shall, to the extent practicable, pro-
vide for private nonprofit organizations ex-
perienced in the planning and development
of affordable housing for Native Hawaiians
to carry out affordable housing activities
with those grant amounts.
‘‘SEC. 804. REVIEW OF PLANS.

‘‘(a) REVIEW AND NOTICE.—
‘‘(1) REVIEW.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-

duct a review of a housing plan submitted to
the Secretary under section 803 to ensure
that the plan complies with the require-
ments of that section.

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall have
the discretion to review a plan referred to in
subparagraph (A) only to the extent that the
Secretary considers that the review is nec-
essary.

‘‘(2) NOTICE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days

after receiving a plan under section 803, the
Secretary shall notify the Director of the
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands wheth-
er the plan complies with the requirements
under that section.

‘‘(B) EFFECT OF FAILURE OF SECRETARY TO
TAKE ACTION.—For purposes of this title, if
the Secretary does not notify the Director,
as required under this subsection and sub-
section (b), upon the expiration of the 60-day
period described in subparagraph (A)—

‘‘(i) the plan shall be considered to have
been determined to comply with the require-
ments under section 803; and

‘‘(ii) the Director shall be considered to
have been notified of compliance.

‘‘(b) NOTICE OF REASONS FOR DETERMINA-
TION OF NONCOMPLIANCE.—If the Secretary
determines that a plan submitted under sec-
tion 803 does not comply with the require-
ments of that section, the Secretary shall
specify in the notice under subsection (a)—

‘‘(1) the reasons for noncompliance; and
‘‘(2) any modifications necessary for the

plan to meet the requirements of section 803.
‘‘(c) REVIEW.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—After the Director of the

Department of Hawaiian Home Lands sub-

mits a housing plan under section 803, or any
amendment or modification to the plan to
the Secretary, to the extent that the Sec-
retary considers such action to be necessary
to make a determination under this sub-
section, the Secretary shall review the plan
(including any amendments or modifications
thereto) to determine whether the contents
of the plan—

‘‘(A) set forth the information required by
section 803 to be contained in the housing
plan;

‘‘(B) are consistent with information and
data available to the Secretary; and

‘‘(C) are not prohibited by or inconsistent
with any provision of this Act or any other
applicable law.

‘‘(2) INCOMPLETE PLANS.—If the Secretary
determines under this subsection that any of
the appropriate certifications required under
section 803(c)(2)(E) are not included in a
plan, the plan shall be considered to be in-
complete.

‘‘(d) UPDATES TO PLAN.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2),

after a plan under section 803 has been sub-
mitted for a fiscal year, the Director of the
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands may
comply with the provisions of that section
for any succeeding fiscal year (with respect
to information included for the 5-year period
under section 803(b) or for the 1-year period
under section 803(c)) by submitting only such
information regarding such changes as may
be necessary to update the plan previously
submitted.

‘‘(2) COMPLETE PLANS.—The Director shall
submit a complete plan under section 803 not
later than 4 years after submitting an initial
plan under that section, and not less fre-
quently than every 4 years thereafter.

‘‘(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and
section 803 shall take effect on the date pro-
vided by the Secretary pursuant to section
807(a) to provide for timely submission and
review of the housing plan as necessary for
the provision of assistance under this title
for fiscal year 2001.
‘‘SEC. 805. TREATMENT OF PROGRAM INCOME

AND LABOR STANDARDS.
‘‘(a) PROGRAM INCOME.—
‘‘(1) AUTHORITY TO RETAIN.—The Depart-

ment of Hawaiian Home Lands may retain
any program income that is realized from
any grant amounts received by the Depart-
ment under this title if—

‘‘(A) that income was realized after the ini-
tial disbursement of the grant amounts re-
ceived by the Department; and

‘‘(B) the Director agrees to use the pro-
gram income for affordable housing activi-
ties in accordance with the provisions of this
title.

‘‘(2) PROHIBITION OF REDUCTION OF GRANT.—
The Secretary may not reduce the grant
amount for the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands based solely on—

‘‘(A) whether the Department retains pro-
gram income under paragraph (1); or

‘‘(B) the amount of any such program in-
come retained.

‘‘(3) EXCLUSION OF AMOUNTS.—The Sec-
retary may, by regulation, exclude from con-
sideration as program income any amounts
determined to be so small that compliance
with the requirements of this subsection
would create an unreasonable administrative
burden on the Department.

‘‘(b) LABOR STANDARDS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any contract or agree-

ment for assistance, sale, or lease pursuant
to this title shall contain—

‘‘(A) a provision requiring that an amount
not less than the wages prevailing in the lo-
cality, as determined or adopted (subsequent
to a determination under applicable State or
local law) by the Secretary, shall be paid to
all architects, technical engineers,

draftsmen, technicians employed in the de-
velopment and all maintenance, and laborers
and mechanics employed in the operation, of
the affordable housing project involved; and

‘‘(B) a provision that an amount not less
than the wages prevailing in the locality, as
predetermined by the Secretary of Labor
pursuant to the Act commonly known as the
‘Davis-Bacon Act’ (46 Stat. 1494; chapter 411;
40 U.S.C. 276a et seq.) shall be paid to all la-
borers and mechanics employed in the devel-
opment of the affordable housing involved.

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS.—Paragraph (1) and provi-
sions relating to wages required under para-
graph (1) in any contract or agreement for
assistance, sale, or lease under this title,
shall not apply to any individual who per-
forms the services for which the individual
volunteered and who is not otherwise em-
ployed at any time in the construction work
and received no compensation or is paid ex-
penses, reasonable benefits, or a nominal fee
for those services.

‘‘SEC. 806. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(1) RELEASE OF FUNDS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may

carry out the alternative environmental pro-
tection procedures described in subparagraph
(B) in order to ensure—

‘‘(i) that the policies of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321
et seq.) and other provisions of law that fur-
ther the purposes of such Act (as specified in
regulations issued by the Secretary) are
most effectively implemented in connection
with the expenditure of grant amounts pro-
vided under this title; and

‘‘(ii) to the public undiminished protection
of the environment.

‘‘(B) ALTERNATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEC-
TION PROCEDURE.—In lieu of applying envi-
ronmental protection procedures otherwise
applicable, the Secretary may by regulation
provide for the release of funds for specific
projects to the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands if the Director of the Depart-
ment assumes all of the responsibilities for
environmental review, decisionmaking, and
action under the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), and
such other provisions of law as the regula-
tions of the Secretary specify, that would
apply to the Secretary were the Secretary to
undertake those projects as Federal projects.

‘‘(2) REGULATIONS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall

issue regulations to carry out this section
only after consultation with the Council on
Environmental Quality.

‘‘(B) CONTENTS.—The regulations issued
under this paragraph shall—

‘‘(i) provide for the monitoring of the envi-
ronmental reviews performed under this sec-
tion;

‘‘(ii) in the discretion of the Secretary, fa-
cilitate training for the performance of such
reviews; and

‘‘(iii) provide for the suspension or termi-
nation of the assumption of responsibilities
under this section.

‘‘(3) EFFECT ON ASSUMED RESPONSIBILITY.—
The duty of the Secretary under paragraph
(2)(B) shall not be construed to limit or re-
duce any responsibility assumed by the De-
partment of Hawaiian Home Lands for grant
amounts with respect to any specific release
of funds.

‘‘(b) PROCEDURE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall au-

thorize the release of funds subject to the
procedures under this section only if, not
less than 15 days before that approval and
before any commitment of funds to such
projects, the Director of the Department of
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Hawaiian Home Lands submits to the Sec-
retary a request for such release accom-
panied by a certification that meets the re-
quirements of subsection (c).

‘‘(2) EFFECT OF APPROVAL.—The approval of
the Secretary of a certification described in
paragraph (1) shall be deemed to satisfy the
responsibilities of the Secretary under the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and such other provi-
sions of law as the regulations of the Sec-
retary specify to the extent that those re-
sponsibilities relate to the releases of funds
for projects that are covered by that certifi-
cation.

‘‘(c) CERTIFICATION.—A certification under
the procedures under this section shall—

‘‘(1) be in a form acceptable to the Sec-
retary;

‘‘(2) be executed by the Director of the De-
partment of Hawaiian Home Lands;

‘‘(3) specify that the Department of Hawai-
ian Home Lands has fully carried out its re-
sponsibilities as described under subsection
(a); and

‘‘(4) specify that the Director—
‘‘(A) consents to assume the status of a re-

sponsible Federal official under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C.
4321 et seq.) and each provision of law speci-
fied in regulations issued by the Secretary to
the extent that those laws apply by reason of
subsection (a); and

‘‘(B) is authorized and consents on behalf
of the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
and the Director to accept the jurisdiction of
the Federal courts for the purpose of enforce-
ment of the responsibilities of the Director
of the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
as such an official.
‘‘SEC. 807. REGULATIONS.

‘‘The Secretary shall issue final regula-
tions necessary to carry out this title not
later than October 1, 2001.
‘‘SEC. 808. EFFECTIVE DATE.

‘‘Except as otherwise expressly provided in
this title, this title shall take effect on the
date of the enactment of the American
Homeownership and Economic Opportunity
Act of 2000.
‘‘SEC. 809. AFFORDABLE HOUSING ACTIVITIES.

‘‘(a) NATIONAL OBJECTIVES AND ELIGIBLE
FAMILIES.—

‘‘(1) PRIMARY OBJECTIVE.—The national ob-
jectives of this title are—

‘‘(A) to assist and promote affordable hous-
ing activities to develop, maintain, and oper-
ate affordable housing in safe and healthy
environments for occupancy by low-income
Native Hawaiian families;

‘‘(B) to ensure better access to private
mortgage markets and to promote self-suffi-
ciency of low-income Native Hawaiian fami-
lies;

‘‘(C) to coordinate activities to provide
housing for low-income Native Hawaiian
families with Federal, State and local activi-
ties to further economic and community de-
velopment;

‘‘(D) to plan for and integrate infrastruc-
ture resources on the Hawaiian Home Lands
with housing development; and

‘‘(E) to—
‘‘(i) promote the development of private

capital markets; and
‘‘(ii) allow the markets referred to in

clause (i) to operate and grow, thereby bene-
fiting Native Hawaiian communities.

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE FAMILIES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided

under subparagraph (B), assistance for eligi-
ble housing activities under this title shall
be limited to low-income Native Hawaiian
families.

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION TO LOW-INCOME REQUIRE-
MENT.—

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Director may pro-
vide assistance for homeownership activities
under—

‘‘(I) section 810(b);
‘‘(II) model activities under section 810(f);

or
‘‘(III) loan guarantee activities under sec-

tion 184A of the Housing and Community De-
velopment Act of 1992 to Native Hawaiian
families who are not low-income families, to
the extent that the Secretary approves the
activities under that section to address a
need for housing for those families that can-
not be reasonably met without that assist-
ance.

‘‘(ii) LIMITATIONS.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish limitations on the amount of assist-
ance that may be provided under this title
for activities for families that are not low-
income families.

‘‘(C) OTHER FAMILIES.—Notwithstanding
paragraph (1), the Director may provide
housing or housing assistance provided
through affordable housing activities as-
sisted with grant amounts under this title to
a family that is not composed of Native Ha-
waiians if—

‘‘(i) the Department determines that the
presence of the family in the housing in-
volved is essential to the well-being of Na-
tive Hawaiian families; and

‘‘(ii) the need for housing for the family
cannot be reasonably met without the assist-
ance.

‘‘(D) PREFERENCE.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—A housing plan sub-

mitted under section 803 may authorize a
preference, for housing or housing assistance
provided through affordable housing activi-
ties assisted with grant amounts provided
under this title to be provided, to the extent
practicable, to families that are eligible to
reside on the Hawaiian Home Lands.

‘‘(ii) APPLICATION.—In any case in which a
housing plan provides for preference de-
scribed in clause (i), the Director shall en-
sure that housing activities that are assisted
with grant amounts under this title are sub-
ject to that preference.

‘‘(E) USE OF NONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS.—As
a condition of receiving grant amounts under
this title, the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands, shall to the extent practicable, pro-
vide for private nonprofit organizations ex-
perienced in the planning and development
of affordable housing for Native Hawaiians
to carry out affordable housing activities
with those grant amounts.
‘‘SEC. 810. ELIGIBLE AFFORDABLE HOUSING AC-

TIVITIES.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Affordable housing ac-
tivities under this section are activities con-
ducted in accordance with the requirements
of section 811 to—

‘‘(1) develop or to support affordable hous-
ing for rental or homeownership; or

‘‘(2) provide housing services with respect
to affordable housing, through the activities
described in subsection (b).

‘‘(b) ACTIVITIES.—The activities described
in this subsection are the following:

‘‘(1) DEVELOPMENT.—The acquisition, new
construction, reconstruction, or moderate or
substantial rehabilitation of affordable hous-
ing, which may include—

‘‘(A) real property acquisition;
‘‘(B) site improvement;
‘‘(C) the development of utilities and util-

ity services;
‘‘(D) conversion;
‘‘(E) demolition;
‘‘(F) financing;
‘‘(G) administration and planning; and
‘‘(H) other related activities.
‘‘(2) HOUSING SERVICES.—The provision of

housing-related services for affordable hous-
ing, including—

‘‘(A) housing counseling in connection with
rental or homeownership assistance;

‘‘(B) the establishment and support of resi-
dent organizations and resident management
corporations;

‘‘(C) energy auditing;
‘‘(D) activities related to the provisions of

self-sufficiency and other services; and
‘‘(E) other services related to assisting

owners, tenants, contractors, and other enti-
ties participating or seeking to participate
in other housing activities assisted pursuant
to this section.

‘‘(3) HOUSING MANAGEMENT SERVICES.—The
provision of management services for afford-
able housing, including—

‘‘(A) the preparation of work specifica-
tions;

‘‘(B) loan processing;
‘‘(C) inspections;
‘‘(D) tenant selection;
‘‘(E) management of tenant-based rental

assistance; and
‘‘(F) management of affordable housing

projects.
‘‘(4) CRIME PREVENTION AND SAFETY ACTIVI-

TIES.—The provision of safety, security, and
law enforcement measures and activities ap-
propriate to protect residents of affordable
housing from crime.

‘‘(5) MODEL ACTIVITIES.—Housing activities
under model programs that are—

‘‘(A) designed to carry out the purposes of
this title; and

‘‘(B) specifically approved by the Secretary
as appropriate for the purpose referred to in
subparagraph (A).
‘‘SEC. 811. PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.

‘‘(a) RENTS.—
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Subject to para-

graph (2), as a condition to receiving grant
amounts under this title, the Director shall
develop written policies governing rents and
homebuyer payments charged for dwelling
units assisted under this title, including
methods by which such rents and homebuyer
payments are determined.

‘‘(2) MAXIMUM RENT.—In the case of any
low-income family residing in a dwelling
unit assisted with grant amounts under this
title, the monthly rent or homebuyer pay-
ment (as applicable) for that dwelling unit
may not exceed 30 percent of the monthly
adjusted income of that family.

‘‘(b) MAINTENANCE AND EFFICIENT OPER-
ATION.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall, using
amounts of any grants received under this
title, reserve and use for operating under
section 810 such amounts as may be nec-
essary to provide for the continued mainte-
nance and efficient operation of such hous-
ing.

‘‘(2) DISPOSAL OF CERTAIN HOUSING.—This
subsection may not be construed to prevent
the Director, or any entity funded by the De-
partment, from demolishing or disposing of
housing, pursuant to regulations established
by the Secretary.

‘‘(c) INSURANCE COVERAGE.—As a condition
to receiving grant amounts under this title,
the Director shall require adequate insur-
ance coverage for housing units that are
owned or operated or assisted with grant
amounts provided under this title.

‘‘(d) ELIGIBILITY FOR ADMISSION.—As a con-
dition to receiving grant amounts under this
title, the Director shall develop written poli-
cies governing the eligibility, admission, and
occupancy of families for housing assisted
with grant amounts provided under this
title.

‘‘(e) MANAGEMENT AND MAINTENANCE.—As a
condition to receiving grant amounts under
this title, the Director shall develop policies
governing the management and maintenance
of housing assisted with grant amounts
under this title.
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‘‘SEC. 812. TYPES OF INVESTMENTS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to section 811
and an applicable housing plan approved
under section 803, the Director shall have—

‘‘(1) the discretion to use grant amounts
for affordable housing activities through the
use of—

‘‘(A) equity investments;
‘‘(B) interest-bearing loans or advances;
‘‘(C) noninterest-bearing loans or advances;
‘‘(D) interest subsidies;
‘‘(E) the leveraging of private investments;

or
‘‘(F) any other form of assistance that the

Secretary determines to be consistent with
the purposes of this title; and

‘‘(2) the right to establish the terms of as-
sistance provided with funds referred to in
paragraph (1).

‘‘(b) INVESTMENTS.—The Director may in-
vest grant amounts for the purposes of car-
rying out affordable housing activities in in-
vestment securities and other obligations, as
approved by the Secretary.
‘‘SEC. 813. LOW-INCOME REQUIREMENT AND IN-

COME TARGETING.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Housing shall qualify for

affordable housing for purposes of this title
only if—

‘‘(1) each dwelling unit in the housing—
‘‘(A) in the case of rental housing, is made

available for occupancy only by a family
that is a low-income family at the time of
the initial occupancy of that family of that
unit; and

‘‘(B) in the case of housing for homeowner-
ship, is made available for purchase only by
a family that is a low-income family at the
time of purchase; and

‘‘(2) each dwelling unit in the housing will
remain affordable, according to binding com-
mitments satisfactory to the Secretary,
for—

‘‘(A) the remaining useful life of the prop-
erty (as determined by the Secretary) with-
out regard to the term of the mortgage or to
transfer of ownership; or

‘‘(B) such other period as the Secretary de-
termines is the longest feasible period of
time consistent with sound economics and
the purposes of this title, except upon a fore-
closure by a lender (or upon other transfer in
lieu of foreclosure) if that action—

‘‘(i) recognizes any contractual or legal
rights of any public agency, nonprofit spon-
sor, or other person or entity to take an ac-
tion that would—

‘‘(I) avoid termination of low-income af-
fordability, in the case of foreclosure; or

‘‘(II) transfer ownership in lieu of fore-
closure; and

‘‘(ii) is not for the purpose of avoiding low-
income affordability restrictions, as deter-
mined by the Secretary.

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (a), housing assisted pursuant to sec-
tion 809(a)(2)(B) shall be considered afford-
able housing for purposes of this title.
‘‘SEC. 814. LEASE REQUIREMENTS AND TENANT

SELECTION.
‘‘(a) LEASES.—Except to the extent other-

wise provided by or inconsistent with the
laws of the State of Hawaii, in renting dwell-
ing units in affordable housing assisted with
grant amounts provided under this title, the
Director, owner, or manager shall use leases
that—

‘‘(1) do not contain unreasonable terms and
conditions;

‘‘(2) require the Director, owner, or man-
ager to maintain the housing in compliance
with applicable housing codes and quality
standards;

‘‘(3) require the Director, owner, or man-
ager to give adequate written notice of ter-
mination of the lease, which shall be the pe-
riod of time required under applicable State
or local law;

‘‘(4) specify that, with respect to any no-
tice of eviction or termination, notwith-
standing any State or local law, a resident
shall be informed of the opportunity, before
any hearing or trial, to examine any rel-
evant documents, record, or regulations di-
rectly related to the eviction or termination;

‘‘(5) require that the Director, owner, or
manager may not terminate the tenancy,
during the term of the lease, except for seri-
ous or repeated violation of the terms and
conditions of the lease, violation of applica-
ble Federal, State, or local law, or for other
good cause; and

‘‘(6) provide that the Director, owner, or
manager may terminate the tenancy of a
resident for any activity, engaged in by the
resident, any member of the household of the
resident, or any guest or other person under
the control of the resident, that—

‘‘(A) threatens the health or safety of, or
right to peaceful enjoyment of the premises
by, other residents or employees of the De-
partment, owner, or manager;

‘‘(B) threatens the health or safety of, or
right to peaceful enjoyment of their prem-
ises by, persons residing in the immediate vi-
cinity of the premises; or

‘‘(C) is criminal activity (including drug-
related criminal activity) on or off the prem-
ises.

‘‘(b) TENANT OR HOMEBUYER SELECTION.—As
a condition to receiving grant amounts
under this title, the Director shall adopt and
use written tenant and homebuyer selection
policies and criteria that—

‘‘(1) are consistent with the purpose of pro-
viding housing for low-income families;

‘‘(2) are reasonably related to program eli-
gibility and the ability of the applicant to
perform the obligations of the lease; and

‘‘(3) provide for—
‘‘(A) the selection of tenants and home-

buyers from a written waiting list in accord-
ance with the policies and goals set forth in
an applicable housing plan approved under
section 803; and

‘‘(B) the prompt notification in writing of
any rejected applicant of the grounds for
that rejection.
‘‘SEC. 815. REPAYMENT.

‘‘If the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands uses grant amounts to provide afford-
able housing under activities under this title
and, at any time during the useful life of the
housing, the housing does not comply with
the requirement under section 813(a)(2), the
Secretary shall—

‘‘(1) reduce future grant payments on be-
half of the Department by an amount equal
to the grant amounts used for that housing
(under the authority of section 819(a)(2)); or

‘‘(2) require repayment to the Secretary of
any amount equal to those grant amounts.
‘‘SEC. 816. ANNUAL ALLOCATION.

‘‘For each fiscal year, the Secretary shall
allocate any amounts made available for as-
sistance under this title for the fiscal year,
in accordance with the formula established
pursuant to section 817 to the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands if the Department
complies with the requirements under this
title for a grant under this title.
‘‘SEC. 817. ALLOCATION FORMULA.

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall,
by regulation issued not later than the expi-
ration of the 6-month period beginning on
the date of the enactment of the American
Homeownership and Economic Opportunity
Act of 2000, in the manner provided under
section 807, establish a formula to provide
for the allocation of amounts available for a
fiscal year for block grants under this title
in accordance with the requirements of this
section.

‘‘(b) FACTORS FOR DETERMINATION OF
NEED.—The formula under subsection (a)

shall be based on factors that reflect the
needs for assistance for affordable housing
activities, including—

‘‘(1) the number of low-income dwelling
units owned or operated at the time pursu-
ant to a contract between the Director and
the Secretary;

‘‘(2) the extent of poverty and economic
distress and the number of Native Hawaiian
families eligible to reside on the Hawaiian
Home Lands; and

‘‘(3) any other objectively measurable con-
ditions that the Secretary and the Director
may specify.

‘‘(c) OTHER FACTORS FOR CONSIDERATION.—
In establishing the formula under subsection
(a), the Secretary shall consider the relative
administrative capacities of the Department
of Hawaiian Home Lands and other chal-
lenges faced by the Department, including—

‘‘(1) geographic distribution within Hawai-
ian Home Lands; and

‘‘(2) technical capacity.
‘‘(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall

take effect on the date of the enactment of
the American Homeownership and Economic
Opportunity Act of 2000.
‘‘SEC. 818. REMEDIES FOR NONCOMPLIANCE.

‘‘(a) ACTIONS BY SECRETARY AFFECTING
GRANT AMOUNTS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subsection (b), if the Secretary finds after
reasonable notice and opportunity for a
hearing that the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands has failed to comply substan-
tially with any provision of this title, the
Secretary shall—

‘‘(A) terminate payments under this title
to the Department;

‘‘(B) reduce payments under this title to
the Department by an amount equal to the
amount of such payments that were not ex-
pended in accordance with this title; or

‘‘(C) limit the availability of payments
under this title to programs, projects, or ac-
tivities not affected by such failure to com-
ply.

‘‘(2) ACTIONS.—If the Secretary takes an
action under subparagraph (A), (B), or (C) of
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall continue
that action until the Secretary determines
that the failure by the Department to com-
ply with the provision has been remedied by
the Department and the Department is in
compliance with that provision.

‘‘(b) NONCOMPLIANCE BECAUSE OF A TECH-
NICAL INCAPACITY.—The Secretary may pro-
vide technical assistance for the Depart-
ment, either directly or indirectly, that is
designed to increase the capability and ca-
pacity of the Director of the Department to
administer assistance provided under this
title in compliance with the requirements
under this title if the Secretary makes a
finding under subsection (a), but determines
that the failure of the Department to comply
substantially with the provisions of this
title—

‘‘(1) is not a pattern or practice of activi-
ties constituting willful noncompliance; and

‘‘(2) is a result of the limited capability or
capacity of the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands.

‘‘(c) REFERRAL FOR CIVIL ACTION.—
‘‘(1) AUTHORITY.—In lieu of, or in addition

to, any action that the Secretary may take
under subsection (a), if the Secretary has
reason to believe that the Department of Ha-
waiian Home Lands has failed to comply sub-
stantially with any provision of this title,
the Secretary may refer the matter to the
Attorney General of the United States with
a recommendation that an appropriate civil
action be instituted.

‘‘(2) CIVIL ACTION.—Upon receiving a refer-
ral under paragraph (1), the Attorney Gen-
eral may bring a civil action in any United
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States district court of appropriate jurisdic-
tion for such relief as may be appropriate,
including an action—

‘‘(A) to recover the amount of the assist-
ance furnished under this title that was not
expended in accordance with this title; or

‘‘(B) for mandatory or injunctive relief.
‘‘(d) REVIEW.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Director receives

notice under subsection (a) of the termi-
nation, reduction, or limitation of payments
under this Act, the Director—

‘‘(A) may, not later than 60 days after re-
ceiving such notice, file with the United
States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Cir-
cuit, or in the United States Court of Ap-
peals for the District of Columbia, a petition
for review of the action of the Secretary; and

‘‘(B) upon the filing of any petition under
subparagraph (A), shall forthwith transmit
copies of the petition to the Secretary and
the Attorney General of the United States,
who shall represent the Secretary in the liti-
gation.

‘‘(2) PROCEDURE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall file

in the court a record of the proceeding on
which the Secretary based the action, as pro-
vided in section 2112 of title 28, United States
Code.

‘‘(B) OBJECTIONS.—No objection to the ac-
tion of the Secretary shall be considered by
the court unless the Department has reg-
istered the objection before the Secretary.

‘‘(3) DISPOSITION.—
‘‘(A) COURT PROCEEDINGS.—
‘‘(i) JURISDICTION OF COURT.—The court

shall have jurisdiction to affirm or modify
the action of the Secretary or to set the ac-
tion aside in whole or in part.

‘‘(ii) FINDINGS OF FACT.—If supported by
substantial evidence on the record consid-
ered as a whole, the findings of fact by the
Secretary shall be conclusive.

‘‘(iii) ADDITION.—The court may order evi-
dence, in addition to the evidence submitted
for review under this subsection, to be taken
by the Secretary, and to be made part of the
record.

‘‘(B) SECRETARY.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, by reason

of the additional evidence referred to in sub-
paragraph (A) and filed with the court—

‘‘(I) may—
‘‘(aa) modify the findings of fact of the

Secretary; or
‘‘(bb) make new findings; and
‘‘(II) shall file—
‘‘(aa) such modified or new findings; and
‘‘(bb) the recommendation of the Sec-

retary, if any, for the modification or setting
aside of the original action of the Secretary.

‘‘(ii) FINDINGS.—The findings referred to in
clause (i)(II)(bb) shall, with respect to a
question of fact, be considered to be conclu-
sive if those findings are—

‘‘(I) supported by substantial evidence on
the record; and

‘‘(II) considered as a whole.
‘‘(4) FINALITY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in

subparagraph (B), upon the filing of the
record under this subsection with the court—

‘‘(i) the jurisdiction of the court shall be
exclusive; and

‘‘(ii) the judgment of the court shall be
final.

‘‘(B) REVIEW BY SUPREME COURT.—A judg-
ment under subparagraph (A) shall be sub-
ject to review by the Supreme Court of the
United States upon writ of certiorari or cer-
tification, as provided in section 1254 of title
28, United States Code.
‘‘SEC. 819. MONITORING OF COMPLIANCE.

‘‘(a) ENFORCEABLE AGREEMENTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director, through

binding contractual agreements with owners

or other authorized entities, shall ensure
long-term compliance with the provisions of
this title.

‘‘(2) MEASURES.—The measures referred to
in paragraph (1) shall provide for—

‘‘(A) to the extent allowable by Federal
and State law, the enforcement of the provi-
sions of this title by the Department and the
Secretary; and

‘‘(B) remedies for breach of the provisions
referred to in paragraph (1).

‘‘(b) PERIODIC MONITORING.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less frequently than

annually, the Director shall review the ac-
tivities conducted and housing assisted
under this title to assess compliance with
the requirements of this title.

‘‘(2) REVIEW.—Each review under paragraph
(1) shall include onsite inspection of housing
to determine compliance with applicable re-
quirements.

‘‘(3) RESULTS.—The results of each review
under paragraph (1) shall be—

‘‘(A) included in a performance report of
the Director submitted to the Secretary
under section 820; and

‘‘(B) made available to the public.
‘‘(c) PERFORMANCE MEASURES.—The Sec-

retary shall establish such performance
measures as may be necessary to assess com-
pliance with the requirements of this title.
‘‘SEC. 820. PERFORMANCE REPORTS.

‘‘(a) REQUIREMENT.—For each fiscal year,
the Director shall—

‘‘(1) review the progress the Department
has made during that fiscal year in carrying
out the housing plan submitted by the De-
partment under section 803; and

‘‘(2) submit a report to the Secretary (in a
form acceptable to the Secretary) describing
the conclusions of the review.

‘‘(b) CONTENT.—Each report submitted
under this section for a fiscal year shall—

‘‘(1) describe the use of grant amounts pro-
vided to the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands for that fiscal year;

‘‘(2) assess the relationship of the use re-
ferred to in paragraph (1) to the goals identi-
fied in the housing plan;

‘‘(3) indicate the programmatic accom-
plishments of the Department; and

‘‘(4) describe the manner in which the De-
partment would change its housing plan sub-
mitted under section 803 as a result of its ex-
periences.

‘‘(c) SUBMISSIONS.—The Secretary shall—
‘‘(1) establish a date for submission of each

report under this section;
‘‘(2) review each such report; and
‘‘(3) with respect to each such report, make

recommendations as the Secretary considers
appropriate to carry out the purposes of this
title.

‘‘(d) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—
‘‘(1) COMMENTS BY BENEFICIARIES.—In pre-

paring a report under this section, the Direc-
tor shall make the report publicly available
to the beneficiaries of the Hawaiian Homes
Commission Act, 1920 (42 Stat. 108 et seq.)
and give a sufficient amount of time to per-
mit those beneficiaries to comment on that
report before it is submitted to the Sec-
retary (in such manner and at such time as
the Director may determine).

‘‘(2) SUMMARY OF COMMENTS.—The report
shall include a summary of any comments
received by the Director from beneficiaries
under paragraph (1) regarding the program
to carry out the housing plan.
‘‘SEC. 821. REVIEW AND AUDIT BY SECRETARY.

‘‘(a) ANNUAL REVIEW.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, not

less frequently than on an annual basis,
make such reviews and audits as may be nec-
essary or appropriate to determine
whether—

‘‘(A) the Director has—

‘‘(i) carried out eligible activities under
this title in a timely manner;

‘‘(ii) carried out and made certifications in
accordance with the requirements and the
primary objectives of this title and with
other applicable laws; and

‘‘(iii) a continuing capacity to carry out
the eligible activities in a timely manner;

‘‘(B) the Director has complied with the
housing plan submitted by the Director
under section 803; and

‘‘(C) the performance reports of the De-
partment under section 821 are accurate.

‘‘(2) ONSITE VISITS.—Each review conducted
under this section shall, to the extent prac-
ticable, include onsite visits by employees of
the Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment.

‘‘(b) REPORT BY SECRETARY.—The Sec-
retary shall give the Department of Hawai-
ian Home Lands not less than 30 days to re-
view and comment on a report under this
subsection. After taking into consideration
the comments of the Department, the Sec-
retary may revise the report and shall make
the comments of the Department and the re-
port with any revisions, readily available to
the public not later than 30 days after re-
ceipt of the comments of the Department.

‘‘(c) EFFECT OF REVIEWS.—The Secretary
may make appropriate adjustments in the
amount of annual grants under this title in
accordance with the findings of the Sec-
retary pursuant to reviews and audits under
this section. The Secretary may adjust, re-
duce, or withdraw grant amounts, or take
other action as appropriate in accordance
with the reviews and audits of the Secretary
under this section, except that grant
amounts already expended on affordable
housing activities may not be recaptured or
deducted from future assistance provided to
the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands.
‘‘SEC. 822. GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE AU-

DITS.
‘‘To the extent that the financial trans-

actions of the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands involving grant amounts under this
title relate to amounts provided under this
title, those transactions may be audited by
the Comptroller General of the United States
under such regulations as may be prescribed
by the Comptroller General. The Comp-
troller General of the United States shall
have access to all books, accounts, records,
reports, files, and other papers, things, or
property belonging to or in use by the De-
partment of Hawaiian Home Lands per-
taining to such financial transactions and
necessary to facilitate the audit.
‘‘SEC. 823. REPORTS TO CONGRESS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days
after the conclusion of each fiscal year in
which assistance under this title is made
available, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress a report that contains—

‘‘(1) a description of the progress made in
accomplishing the objectives of this title;

‘‘(2) a summary of the use of funds avail-
able under this title during the preceding fis-
cal year; and

‘‘(3) a description of the aggregate out-
standing loan guarantees under section 184A
of the Housing and Community Development
Act of 1992.

‘‘(b) RELATED REPORTS.—The Secretary
may require the Director to submit to the
Secretary such reports and other informa-
tion as may be necessary in order for the
Secretary to prepare the report required
under subsection (a).
‘‘SEC. 824. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

‘‘There are authorized to be appropriated
to the Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment for grants under this title such
sums as may be necessary for each of fiscal
years 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, and 2005.’’.
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SEC. 514. LOAN GUARANTEES.

Subtitle E of title I of the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1992 is
amended by inserting after section 184 (12
U.S.C. 1715z–13a) the following:
‘‘SEC. 184A. LOAN GUARANTEES FOR NATIVE HA-

WAIIAN HOUSING.
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) DEPARTMENT OF HAWAIIAN HOME

LANDS.—The term ‘Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands’ means the agency or depart-
ment of the government of the State of Ha-
waii that is responsible for the administra-
tion of the Hawaiian Homes Commission
Act, 1920 (42 Stat. 108 et seq.).

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible
entity’ means a Native Hawaiian family, the
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands, the
Office of Hawaiian Affairs, and private non-
profit or private for-profit organizations ex-
perienced in the planning and development
of affordable housing for Native Hawaiians.

‘‘(3) FAMILY.—The term ‘family’ means one
or more persons maintaining a household, as
the Secretary shall by regulation provide.

‘‘(4) GUARANTEE FUND.—The term ‘Guar-
antee Fund’ means the Native Hawaiian
Housing Loan Guarantee Fund established
under subsection (i).

‘‘(5) HAWAIIAN HOME LANDS.—The term ‘Ha-
waiian Home Lands’ means lands that—

‘‘(A) have the status of Hawaiian Home
Lands under section 204 of the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act (42 Stat. 110); or

‘‘(B) are acquired pursuant to that Act.
‘‘(6) NATIVE HAWAIIAN.—The term ‘Native

Hawaiian’ means any individual who is—
‘‘(A) a citizen of the United States; and
‘‘(B) a descendant of the aboriginal people,

who, prior to 1778, occupied and exercised
sovereignty in the area that currently con-
stitutes the State of Hawaii, as evidenced
by—

‘‘(i) genealogical records;
‘‘(ii) verification by kupuna (elders) or

kama’aina (long-term community residents);
or

‘‘(iii) birth records of the State of Hawaii.
‘‘(7) OFFICE OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS.—The

term ‘Office of Hawaiian Affairs’ means the
entity of that name established under the
constitution of the State of Hawaii.

‘‘(b) AUTHORITY.—To provide access to
sources of private financing to Native Hawai-
ian families who otherwise could not acquire
housing financing because of the unique
legal status of the Hawaiian Home Lands or
as a result of a lack of access to private fi-
nancial markets, the Secretary may guar-
antee an amount not to exceed 100 percent of
the unpaid principal and interest that is due
on an eligible loan under subsection (b).

‘‘(c) ELIGIBLE LOANS.—Under this section, a
loan is an eligible loan if that loan meets the
following requirements:

‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE BORROWERS.—The loan is
made only to a borrower who is—

‘‘(A) a Native Hawaiian family;
‘‘(B) the Department of Hawaiian Home

Lands;
‘‘(C) the Office of Hawaiian Affairs; or
‘‘(D) a private nonprofit organization expe-

rienced in the planning and development of
affordable housing for Native Hawaiians.

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE HOUSING.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The loan will be used to

construct, acquire, or rehabilitate not more
than 4-family dwellings that are standard
housing and are located on Hawaiian Home
Lands for which a housing plan described in
subparagraph (B) applies.

‘‘(B) HOUSING PLAN.—A housing plan de-
scribed in this subparagraph is a housing
plan that—

‘‘(i) has been submitted and approved by
the Secretary under section 803 of the Native
American Housing Assistance and Self-De-
termination Act of 1996; and

‘‘(ii) provides for the use of loan guaran-
tees under this section to provide affordable
homeownership housing on Hawaiian Home
Lands.

‘‘(3) SECURITY.—The loan may be secured
by any collateral authorized under applica-
ble Federal or State law.

‘‘(4) LENDERS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The loan shall be made

only by a lender approved by, and meeting
qualifications established by, the Secretary,
including any lender described in subpara-
graph (B), except that a loan otherwise in-
sured or guaranteed by an agency of the Fed-
eral Government or made by the Department
of Hawaiian Home Lands from amounts bor-
rowed from the United States shall not be el-
igible for a guarantee under this section.

‘‘(B) APPROVAL.—The following lenders
shall be considered to be lenders that have
been approved by the Secretary:

‘‘(i) Any mortgagee approved by the Sec-
retary for participation in the single family
mortgage insurance program under title II of
the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C.A. 1707 et
seq.).

‘‘(ii) Any lender that makes housing loans
under chapter 37 of title 38, United States
Code, that are automatically guaranteed
under section 3702(d) of title 38, United
States Code.

‘‘(iii) Any lender approved by the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to make guaranteed
loans for single family housing under the
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C.A. 1441 et seq.).

‘‘(iv) Any other lender that is supervised,
approved, regulated, or insured by any agen-
cy of the Federal Government.

‘‘(5) TERMS.—The loan shall—
‘‘(A) be made for a term not exceeding 30

years;
‘‘(B) bear interest (exclusive of the guar-

antee fee under subsection (d) and service
charges, if any) at a rate agreed upon by the
borrower and the lender and determined by
the Secretary to be reasonable, but not to
exceed the rate generally charged in the area
(as determined by the Secretary) for home
mortgage loans not guaranteed or insured by
any agency or instrumentality of the Fed-
eral Government;

‘‘(C) involve a principal obligation not
exceeding—

‘‘(i) 97.75 percent of the appraised value of
the property as of the date the loan is ac-
cepted for guarantee (or 98.75 percent if the
value of the property is $50,000 or less); or

‘‘(ii) the amount approved by the Secretary
under this section; and

‘‘(D) involve a payment on account of the
property—

‘‘(i) in cash or its equivalent; or
‘‘(ii) through the value of any improve-

ments to the property made through the
skilled or unskilled labor of the borrower, as
the Secretary shall provide.

‘‘(d) CERTIFICATE OF GUARANTEE.—
‘‘(1) APPROVAL PROCESS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Before the Secretary ap-

proves any loan for guarantee under this sec-
tion, the lender shall submit the application
for the loan to the Secretary for examina-
tion.

‘‘(B) APPROVAL.—If the Secretary approves
the application submitted under subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary shall issue a certifi-
cate under this subsection as evidence of the
loan guarantee approved.

‘‘(2) STANDARD FOR APPROVAL.—The Sec-
retary may approve a loan for guarantee
under this section and issue a certificate
under this subsection only if the Secretary
determines that there is a reasonable pros-
pect of repayment of the loan.

‘‘(3) EFFECT.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A certificate of guar-

antee issued under this subsection by the
Secretary shall be conclusive evidence of the

eligibility of the loan for guarantee under
this section and the amount of that guar-
antee.

‘‘(B) EVIDENCE.—The evidence referred to
in subparagraph (A) shall be incontestable in
the hands of the bearer.

‘‘(C) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.—The full
faith and credit of the United States is
pledged to the payment of all amounts
agreed to be paid by the Secretary as secu-
rity for the obligations made by the Sec-
retary under this section.

‘‘(4) FRAUD AND MISREPRESENTATION.—This
subsection may not be construed—

‘‘(A) to preclude the Secretary from estab-
lishing defenses against the original lender
based on fraud or material misrepresenta-
tion; or

‘‘(B) to bar the Secretary from establishing
by regulations that are on the date of
issuance or disbursement, whichever is ear-
lier, partial defenses to the amount payable
on the guarantee.

‘‘(e) GUARANTEE FEE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall fix

and collect a guarantee fee for the guarantee
of a loan under this section, which may not
exceed the amount equal to 1 percent of the
principal obligation of the loan.

‘‘(2) PAYMENT.—The fee under this sub-
section shall—

‘‘(A) be paid by the lender at time of
issuance of the guarantee; and

‘‘(B) be adequate, in the determination of
the Secretary, to cover expenses and prob-
able losses.

‘‘(3) DEPOSIT.—The Secretary shall deposit
any fees collected under this subsection in
the Native Hawaiian Housing Loan Guar-
antee Fund established under subsection (j).

‘‘(f) LIABILITY UNDER GUARANTEE.—The li-
ability under a guarantee provided under
this section shall decrease or increase on a
pro rata basis according to any decrease or
increase in the amount of the unpaid obliga-
tion under the provisions of the loan agree-
ment involved.

‘‘(g) TRANSFER AND ASSUMPTION.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, any
loan guaranteed under this section, includ-
ing the security given for the loan, may be
sold or assigned by the lender to any finan-
cial institution subject to examination and
supervision by an agency of the Federal Gov-
ernment or of any State or the District of
Columbia.

‘‘(h) DISQUALIFICATION OF LENDERS AND
CIVIL MONEY PENALTIES.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(A) GROUNDS FOR ACTION.—The Secretary

may take action under subparagraph (B) if
the Secretary determines that any lender or
holder of a guarantee certificate under sub-
section (c)—

‘‘(i) has failed—
‘‘(I) to maintain adequate accounting

records;
‘‘(II) to service adequately loans guaran-

teed under this section; or
‘‘(III) to exercise proper credit or under-

writing judgment; or
‘‘(ii) has engaged in practices otherwise

detrimental to the interest of a borrower or
the United States.

‘‘(B) ACTIONS.—Upon a determination by
the Secretary that a holder of a guarantee
certificate under subsection (c) has failed to
carry out an activity described in subpara-
graph (A)(i) or has engaged in practices de-
scribed in subparagraph (A)(ii), the Sec-
retary may—

‘‘(i) refuse, either temporarily or perma-
nently, to guarantee any further loans made
by such lender or holder;

‘‘(ii) bar such lender or holder from acquir-
ing additional loans guaranteed under this
section; and
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‘‘(iii) require that such lender or holder as-

sume not less than 10 percent of any loss on
further loans made or held by the lender or
holder that are guaranteed under this sec-
tion.

‘‘(2) CIVIL MONEY PENALTIES FOR INTEN-
TIONAL VIOLATIONS.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may im-
pose a civil monetary penalty on a lender or
holder of a guarantee certificate under sub-
section (d) if the Secretary determines that
the holder or lender has intentionally
failed—

‘‘(i) to maintain adequate accounting
records;

‘‘(ii) to adequately service loans guaran-
teed under this section; or

‘‘(iii) to exercise proper credit or under-
writing judgment.

‘‘(B) PENALTIES.—A civil monetary penalty
imposed under this paragraph shall be im-
posed in the manner and be in an amount
provided under section 536 of the National
Housing Act (12 U.S.C.A. 1735f–1) with respect
to mortgagees and lenders under that Act.

‘‘(3) PAYMENT ON LOANS MADE IN GOOD
FAITH.—Notwithstanding paragraphs (1) and
(2), if a loan was made in good faith, the Sec-
retary may not refuse to pay a lender or
holder of a valid guarantee on that loan,
without regard to whether the lender or
holder is barred under this subsection.

‘‘(i) PAYMENT UNDER GUARANTEE.—
‘‘(1) LENDER OPTIONS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(i) NOTIFICATION.—If a borrower on a loan

guaranteed under this section defaults on
the loan, the holder of the guarantee certifi-
cate shall provide written notice of the de-
fault to the Secretary.

‘‘(ii) PAYMENT.—Upon providing the notice
required under clause (i), the holder of the
guarantee certificate shall be entitled to
payment under the guarantee (subject to the
provisions of this section) and may proceed
to obtain payment in one of the following
manners:

‘‘(I) FORECLOSURE.—
‘‘(aa) IN GENERAL.—The holder of the cer-

tificate may initiate foreclosure proceedings
(after providing written notice of that action
to the Secretary).

‘‘(bb) PAYMENT.—Upon a final order by the
court authorizing foreclosure and submission
to the Secretary of a claim for payment
under the guarantee, the Secretary shall pay
to the holder of the certificate the pro rata
portion of the amount guaranteed (as deter-
mined pursuant to subsection (f)) plus rea-
sonable fees and expenses as approved by the
Secretary.

‘‘(cc) SUBROGATION.—The rights of the Sec-
retary shall be subrogated to the rights of
the holder of the guarantee. The holder shall
assign the obligation and security to the
Secretary.

‘‘(II) NO FORECLOSURE.—
‘‘(aa) IN GENERAL.—Without seeking fore-

closure (or in any case in which a foreclosure
proceeding initiated under clause (i) con-
tinues for a period in excess of 1 year), the
holder of the guarantee may submit to the
Secretary a request to assign the obligation
and security interest to the Secretary in re-
turn for payment of the claim under the
guarantee. The Secretary may accept assign-
ment of the loan if the Secretary determines
that the assignment is in the best interest of
the United States.

‘‘(bb) PAYMENT.—Upon assignment, the
Secretary shall pay to the holder of the
guarantee the pro rata portion of the
amount guaranteed (as determined under
subsection (f)).

‘‘(cc) SUBROGATION.—The rights of the Sec-
retary shall be subrogated to the rights of
the holder of the guarantee. The holder shall

assign the obligation and security to the
Secretary.

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS.—Before any payment
under a guarantee is made under subpara-
graph (A), the holder of the guarantee shall
exhaust all reasonable possibilities of collec-
tion. Upon payment, in whole or in part, to
the holder, the note or judgment evidencing
the debt shall be assigned to the United
States and the holder shall have no further
claim against the borrower or the United
States. The Secretary shall then take such
action to collect as the Secretary determines
to be appropriate.

‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS ON LIQUIDATION.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a borrower defaults on

a loan guaranteed under this section that in-
volves a security interest in restricted Ha-
waiian Home Land property, the mortgagee
or the Secretary shall only pursue liquida-
tion after offering to transfer the account to
another eligible Hawaiian family or the De-
partment of Hawaiian Home Lands.

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—If, after action is taken
under subparagraph (A), the mortgagee or
the Secretary subsequently proceeds to liq-
uidate the account, the mortgagee or the
Secretary shall not sell, transfer, or other-
wise dispose of or alienate the property de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) except to an-
other eligible Hawaiian family or to the De-
partment of Hawaiian Home Lands.

‘‘(j) HAWAIIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE
FUND.—

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
in the Treasury of the United States the Ha-
waiian Housing Loan Guarantee Fund for the
purpose of providing loan guarantees under
this section.

‘‘(2) CREDITS.—The Guarantee Fund shall
be credited with—

‘‘(A) any amount, claims, notes, mort-
gages, contracts, and property acquired by
the Secretary under this section, and any
collections and proceeds therefrom;

‘‘(B) any amounts appropriated pursuant
to paragraph (7);

‘‘(C) any guarantee fees collected under
subsection (d); and

‘‘(D) any interest or earnings on amounts
invested under paragraph (4).

‘‘(3) USE.—Amounts in the Guarantee Fund
shall be available, to the extent provided in
appropriations Acts, for—

‘‘(A) fulfilling any obligations of the Sec-
retary with respect to loans guaranteed
under this section, including the costs (as
that term is defined in section 502 of the Fed-
eral Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a))
of such loans;

‘‘(B) paying taxes, insurance, prior liens,
expenses necessary to make fiscal adjust-
ment in connection with the application and
transmittal of collections, and other ex-
penses and advances to protect the Secretary
for loans which are guaranteed under this
section or held by the Secretary;

‘‘(C) acquiring such security property at
foreclosure sales or otherwise;

‘‘(D) paying administrative expenses in
connection with this section; and

‘‘(E) reasonable and necessary costs of re-
habilitation and repair to properties that the
Secretary holds or owns pursuant to this sec-
tion.

‘‘(4) INVESTMENT.—Any amounts in the
Guarantee Fund determined by the Sec-
retary to be in excess of amounts currently
required at the time of the determination to
carry out this section may be invested in ob-
ligations of the United States.

‘‘(5) LIMITATION ON COMMITMENTS TO GUAR-
ANTEE LOANS AND MORTGAGES.—

‘‘(A) REQUIREMENT OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
The authority of the Secretary to enter into
commitments to guarantee loans under this
section shall be effective for any fiscal year
to the extent, or in such amounts as are, or

have been, provided in appropriations Acts,
without regard to the fiscal year for which
such amounts were appropriated.

‘‘(B) LIMITATIONS ON COSTS OF GUARAN-
TEES.—The authority of the Secretary to
enter into commitments to guarantee loans
under this section shall be effective for any
fiscal year only to the extent that amounts
in the Guarantee Fund are or have been
made available in appropriations Acts to
cover the costs (as that term is defined in
section 502 of the Federal Credit Reform Act
of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a)) of such loan guaran-
tees for such fiscal year. Any amounts appro-
priated pursuant to this subparagraph shall
remain available until expended.

‘‘(C) LIMITATION ON OUTSTANDING AGGRE-
GATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT.—Subject to the lim-
itations in subparagraphs (A) and (B), the
Secretary may enter into commitments to
guarantee loans under this section for each
of fiscal years 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, and 2005
with an aggregate outstanding principal
amount not exceeding $100,000,000 for each
such fiscal year.

‘‘(6) LIABILITIES.—All liabilities and obliga-
tions of the assets credited to the Guarantee
Fund under paragraph (2)(A) shall be liabil-
ities and obligations of the Guarantee Fund.

‘‘(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the Guarantee Fund to carry out this section
such sums as may be necessary for each of
fiscal years 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, and 2005.

‘‘(k) REQUIREMENTS FOR STANDARD HOUS-
ING.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, by
regulation, establish housing safety and
quality standards to be applied for use under
this section.

‘‘(2) STANDARDS.—The standards referred to
in paragraph (1) shall—

‘‘(A) provide sufficient flexibility to permit
the use of various designs and materials in
housing acquired with loans guaranteed
under this section; and

‘‘(B) require each dwelling unit in any
housing acquired in the manner described in
subparagraph (A) to—

‘‘(i) be decent, safe, sanitary, and modest
in size and design;

‘‘(ii) conform with applicable general con-
struction standards for the region in which
the housing is located;

‘‘(iii) contain a plumbing system that—
‘‘(I) uses a properly installed system of pip-

ing;
‘‘(II) includes a kitchen sink and a

partitional bathroom with lavatory, toilet,
and bath or shower; and

‘‘(III) uses water supply, plumbing, and
sewage disposal systems that conform to any
minimum standards established by the appli-
cable county or State;

‘‘(iv) contain an electrical system using
wiring and equipment properly installed to
safely supply electrical energy for adequate
lighting and for operation of appliances that
conforms to any appropriate county, State,
or national code;

‘‘(v) be not less than the size provided
under the applicable locally adopted stand-
ards for size of dwelling units, except that
the Secretary, upon request of the Depart-
ment of Hawaiian Home Lands may waive
the size requirements under this paragraph;
and

‘‘(vi) conform with the energy performance
requirements for new construction estab-
lished by the Secretary under section 526(a)
of the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C.A.
1735f–4), unless the Secretary determines
that the requirements are not applicable.

‘‘(l) APPLICABILITY OF CIVIL RIGHTS STAT-
UTES.—To the extent that the requirements
of title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42
U.S.C. 2000d et seq.) or of the Fair Housing
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Act (42 U.S.C.A. 3601 et seq.) apply to a guar-
antee provided under this subsection, noth-
ing in the requirements concerning discrimi-
nation on the basis of race shall be construed
to prevent the provision of the guarantee to
an eligible entity on the basis that the enti-
ty serves Native Hawaiian families or is a
Native Hawaiian family.’’.

TITLE VI—MANUFACTURED HOUSING
IMPROVEMENT

SEC. 601. SHORT TITLE; REFERENCES.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This title may be cited

as the ‘‘Manufactured Housing Improvement
Act of 2000’’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Whenever in this title an
amendment is expressed in terms of an
amendment to, or repeal of, a section or
other provision, the reference shall be con-
sidered to be made to that section or other
provision of the National Manufactured
Housing Construction and Safety Standards
Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.).
SEC. 602. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

Section 602 (42 U.S.C. 5401) is amended to
read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 602. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

‘‘(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—
‘‘(1) manufactured housing plays a vital

role in meeting the housing needs of the Na-
tion; and

‘‘(2) manufactured homes provide a signifi-
cant resource for affordable homeownership
and rental housing accessible to all Ameri-
cans.

‘‘(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this title
are—

‘‘(1) to protect the quality, durability, safe-
ty, and affordability of manufactured homes;

‘‘(2) to facilitate the availability of afford-
able manufactured homes and to increase
homeownership for all Americans;

‘‘(3) to provide for the establishment of
practical, uniform, and, to the extent pos-
sible, performance-based Federal construc-
tion standards for manufactured homes;

‘‘(4) to encourage innovative and cost-ef-
fective construction techniques for manufac-
tured homes;

‘‘(5) to protect residents of manufactured
homes with respect to personal injuries and
the amount of insurance costs and property
damages in manufactured housing, con-
sistent with the other purposes of this sec-
tion;

‘‘(6) to establish a balanced consensus proc-
ess for the development, revision, and inter-
pretation of Federal construction and safety
standards for manufactured homes and re-
lated regulations for the enforcement of such
standards;

‘‘(7) to ensure uniform and effective en-
forcement of Federal construction and safety
standards for manufactured homes; and

‘‘(8) to ensure that the public interest in,
and need for, affordable manufactured hous-
ing is duly considered in all determinations
relating to the Federal standards and their
enforcement.’’.
SEC. 603. DEFINITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 603 (42 U.S.C.
5402) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘dealer’’
and inserting ‘‘retailer’’;

(2) in paragraph (12), by striking ‘‘and’’ at
the end;

(3) in paragraph (13), by striking the period
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(14) ‘administering organization’ means

the recognized, voluntary, private sector,
consensus standards body with specific expe-
rience in developing model residential build-
ing codes and standards involving all dis-
ciplines regarding construction and safety
that administers the consensus standards
through a development process;

‘‘(15) ‘consensus committee’ means the
committee established under section
604(a)(3);

‘‘(16) ‘consensus standards development
process’ means the process by which addi-
tions, revisions, and interpretations to the
Federal manufactured home construction
and safety standards and enforcement regu-
lations shall be developed and recommended
to the Secretary by the consensus com-
mittee;

‘‘(17) ‘primary inspection agency’ means a
State agency or private organization that
has been approved by the Secretary to act as
a design approval primary inspection agency
or a production inspection primary inspec-
tion agency, or both;

‘‘(18) ‘design approval primary inspection
agency’ means a State agency or private or-
ganization that has been approved by the
Secretary to evaluate and either approve or
disapprove manufactured home designs and
quality control procedures;

‘‘(19) ‘installation standards’ means rea-
sonable specifications for the installation of
a manufactured home, at the place of occu-
pancy, to ensure proper siting, the joining of
all sections of the home, and the installation
of stabilization, support, or anchoring sys-
tems;

‘‘(20) ‘monitoring’ means the process of
periodic review of the primary inspection
agencies, by the Secretary or by a State
agency under an approved State plan pursu-
ant to section 623, in accordance with regula-
tions promulgated under this title, giving
due consideration to the recommendations of
the consensus committee under section
604(b), which process shall be for the purpose
of ensuring that the primary inspection
agencies are discharging their duties under
this title; and

‘‘(21) ‘production inspection primary in-
spection agency’ means a State agency or
private organization that has been approved
by the Secretary to evaluate the ability of
manufactured home manufacturing plants to
comply with approved quality control proce-
dures and with the Federal manufactured
home construction and safety standards pro-
mulgated hereunder, including the inspec-
tion of homes in the plant.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The Na-
tional Manufactured Housing Construction
and Safety Standards Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
5401 et seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 613 (42 U.S.C. 5412), by strik-
ing ‘‘dealer’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘retailer’’;

(2) in section 614(f) (42 U.S.C. 5413(f)), by
striking ‘‘dealer’’ each place it appears and
inserting ‘‘retailer’’;

(3) in section 615 (42 U.S.C. 5414)—
(A) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘deal-

er’’ and inserting ‘‘retailer’’;
(B) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘dealer

or dealers’’ and inserting ‘‘retailer or retail-
ers’’; and

(C) in subsections (d) and (f), by striking
‘‘dealers’’ each place it appears and inserting
‘‘retailers’’;

(4) in section 616 (42 U.S.C. 5415), by strik-
ing ‘‘dealer’’ and inserting ‘‘retailer’’; and

(5) in section 623(c)(9), by striking ‘‘deal-
ers’’ and inserting ‘‘retailers’’.
SEC. 604. FEDERAL MANUFACTURED HOME CON-

STRUCTION AND SAFETY STAND-
ARDS.

Section 604 (42 U.S.C. 5403) is amended—
(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and

inserting the following:
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—
‘‘(1) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish, by order, appropriate Federal manu-
factured home construction and safety
standards, each of which—

‘‘(A) shall—
‘‘(i) be reasonable and practical;

‘‘(ii) meet high standards of protection
consistent with the purposes of this title;
and

‘‘(iii) be performance-based and objectively
stated, unless clearly inappropriate; and

‘‘(B) except as provided in subsection (b),
shall be established in accordance with the
consensus standards development process.

‘‘(2) CONSENSUS STANDARDS AND REGU-
LATORY DEVELOPMENT PROCESS.—

‘‘(A) INITIAL AGREEMENT.—Not later than
180 days after the date of enactment of the
Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of
2000, the Secretary shall enter into a con-
tract with an administering organization.
The contractual agreement shall—

‘‘(i) terminate on the date on which a con-
tract is entered into under subparagraph (B);
and

‘‘(ii) require the administering organiza-
tion to—

‘‘(I) recommend the initial members of the
consensus committee under paragraph (3);

‘‘(II) administer the consensus standards
development process until the termination
of that agreement; and

‘‘(III) administer the consensus develop-
ment and interpretation process for proce-
dural and enforcement regulations and regu-
lations specifying the permissible scope and
conduct of monitoring until the termination
of that agreement.

‘‘(B) COMPETITIVELY PROCURED CONTRACT.—
Upon the expiration of the 4-year period be-
ginning on the date on which all members of
the consensus committee are appointed
under paragraph (3), the Secretary shall,
using competitive procedures (as such term
is defined in section 4 of the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act), enter into a com-
petitively awarded contract with an admin-
istering organization. The administering or-
ganization shall administer the consensus
process for the development and interpreta-
tion of the Federal standards, the procedural
and enforcement regulations, and regula-
tions specifying the permissible scope and
conduct of monitoring, in accordance with
this title.

‘‘(C) PERFORMANCE REVIEW.—The
Secretary—

‘‘(i) shall periodically review the perform-
ance of the administering organization; and

‘‘(ii) may replace the administering organi-
zation with another qualified technical or
building code organization, pursuant to com-
petitive procedures, if the Secretary deter-
mines in writing that the administering or-
ganization is not fulfilling the terms of the
agreement or contract to which the admin-
istering organization is subject or upon the
expiration of the agreement or contract.

‘‘(3) CONSENSUS COMMITTEE.—
‘‘(A) PURPOSE.—There is established a com-

mittee to be known as the ‘consensus com-
mittee’, which shall, in accordance with this
title—

‘‘(i) provide periodic recommendations to
the Secretary to adopt, revise, and interpret
the Federal manufactured housing construc-
tion and safety standards in accordance with
this subsection;

‘‘(ii) provide periodic recommendations to
the Secretary to adopt, revise, and interpret
the procedural and enforcement regulations,
including regulations specifying the permis-
sible scope and conduct of monitoring in ac-
cordance with subsection (b);

‘‘(iii) be organized and carry out its busi-
ness in a manner that guarantees a fair op-
portunity for the expression and consider-
ation of various positions and for public par-
ticipation; and

‘‘(iv) be deemed to be an advisory com-
mittee not composed of Federal employees.

‘‘(B) MEMBERSHIP.—The consensus com-
mittee shall be composed of—
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‘‘(i) 21 voting members appointed by the

Secretary, after consideration of the rec-
ommendations of the administering organi-
zation, from among individuals who are
qualified by background and experience to
participate in the work of the consensus
committee; and

‘‘(ii) 1 nonvoting member appointed by the
Secretary to represent the Secretary on the
consensus committee.

‘‘(C) DISAPPROVAL.—The Secretary shall
state, in writing, the reasons for failing to
appoint any individual recommended under
paragraph (2)(A)(ii)(I).

‘‘(D) SELECTION PROCEDURES AND REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Each member of the consensus com-
mittee shall be appointed in accordance with
selection procedures, which shall be based on
the procedures for consensus committees
promulgated by the American National
Standards Institute (or successor organiza-
tion), except that the American National
Standards Institute interest categories shall
be modified for purposes of this paragraph to
ensure equal representation on the consensus
committee of the following interest cat-
egories:

‘‘(i) PRODUCERS.—Seven producers or re-
tailers of manufactured housing.

‘‘(ii) USERS.—Seven persons representing
consumer interests, such as consumer orga-
nizations, recognized consumer leaders, and
owners who are residents of manufactured
homes.

‘‘(iii) GENERAL INTEREST AND PUBLIC OFFI-
CIALS.—Seven general interest and public of-
ficial members.

‘‘(E) BALANCING OF INTERESTS.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In order to achieve a

proper balance of interests on the consensus
committee, the Secretary, in appointing the
members of the consensus committee—

‘‘(I) shall ensure that all directly and ma-
terially affected interests have the oppor-
tunity for fair and equitable participation
without dominance by any single interest;
and

‘‘(II) may reject the appointment of any 1
or more individuals in order to ensure that
there is not dominance by any single inter-
est.

‘‘(ii) DOMINANCE DEFINED.—In this subpara-
graph, the term ‘dominance’ means a posi-
tion or exercise of dominant authority, lead-
ership, or influence by reason of superior le-
verage, strength, or representation.

‘‘(F) ADDITIONAL QUALIFICATIONS.—
‘‘(i) FINANCIAL INDEPENDENCE.—No indi-

vidual appointed under subparagraph (D)(ii)
shall have, and 3 of the individuals appointed
under subparagraph (D)(iii) shall not have—

‘‘(I) a significant financial interest in any
segment of the manufactured housing indus-
try; or

‘‘(II) a significant relationship to any per-
son engaged in the manufactured housing in-
dustry.

‘‘(ii) POST-EMPLOYMENT BAN.—Each indi-
vidual described in clause (i) shall be subject
to a ban disallowing compensation from the
manufactured housing industry during the
period of, and during the 1-year following,
the membership of the individual on the con-
sensus committee.

‘‘(G) MEETINGS.—
‘‘(i) NOTICE; OPEN TO PUBLIC.—The con-

sensus committee shall provide advance no-
tice of each meeting of the consensus com-
mittee to the Secretary and cause to be pub-
lished in the Federal Register advance notice
of each such meeting. All meetings of the
consensus committee shall be open to the
public.

‘‘(ii) REIMBURSEMENT.—Members of the
consensus committee in attendance at meet-
ings of the consensus committee shall be re-
imbursed for their actual expenses as author-
ized by section 5703 of title 5, United States

Code, for persons employed intermittently in
Government service.

‘‘(H) ADMINISTRATION.—The consensus com-
mittee and the administering organization
shall—

‘‘(i) operate in conformance with the proce-
dures established by the American National
Standards Institute for the development and
coordination of American National Stand-
ards; and

‘‘(ii) apply to the American National
Standards Institute and take such other ac-
tions as may be necessary to obtain accredi-
tation from the American National Stand-
ards Institute.

‘‘(I) STAFF AND TECHNICAL SUPPORT.—The
administering organization shall, upon the
request of the consensus committee—

‘‘(i) provide reasonable staff resources to
the consensus committee; and

‘‘(ii) furnish technical support in a timely
manner to any of the interest categories de-
scribed in subparagraph (D) represented on
the consensus committee, if—

‘‘(I) the support is necessary to ensure the
informed participation of the consensus com-
mittee members; and

‘‘(II) the costs of providing the support are
reasonable.

‘‘(J) DATE OF INITIAL APPOINTMENTS.—The
initial appointments of all of the members of
the consensus committee shall be completed
not later than 90 days after the date on
which a contractual agreement under para-
graph (2)(A) is entered into with the admin-
istering organization.

‘‘(4) REVISIONS OF STANDARDS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date

on which all members of the consensus com-
mittee are appointed under paragraph (3),
the consensus committee shall, not less than
once during each 2-year period—

‘‘(i) consider revisions to the Federal man-
ufactured home construction and safety
standards; and

‘‘(ii) submit proposed revised standards, if
approved in a vote of the consensus com-
mittee by 2⁄3 of the members, to the Sec-
retary in the form of a proposed rule, includ-
ing an economic analysis.

‘‘(B) PUBLICATION OF PROPOSED REVISED
STANDARDS.—

‘‘(i) PUBLICATION BY SECRETARY.—The con-
sensus committee shall provide a proposed
revised standard under subparagraph (A)(ii)
to the Secretary who shall, not later than 30
days after receipt, cause such proposed re-
vised standard to be published in the Federal
Register for notice and comment in accord-
ance with section 553 of title 5, United States
Code. Unless clause (ii) applies, the Sec-
retary shall provide an opportunity for pub-
lic comment on such proposed revised stand-
ard in accordance with such section 553 and
any such comments shall be submitted di-
rectly to the consensus committee, without
delay.

‘‘(ii) PUBLICATION OF REJECTED PROPOSED
REVISED STANDARDS.—If the Secretary rejects
the proposed revised standard, the Secretary
shall cause to be published in the Federal
Register the rejected proposed revised stand-
ard, the reasons for rejection, and any rec-
ommended modifications set forth.

‘‘(C) PRESENTATION OF PUBLIC COMMENTS;
PUBLICATION OF RECOMMENDED REVISIONS.—

‘‘(i) PRESENTATION.—Any public comments,
views, and objections to a proposed revised
standard published under subparagraph (B)
shall be presented by the Secretary to the
consensus committee upon their receipt and
in the manner received, in accordance with
procedures established by the American Na-
tional Standards Institute.

‘‘(ii) PUBLICATION BY THE SECRETARY.—The
consensus committee shall provide to the
Secretary any revision proposed by the con-
sensus committee, which the Secretary

shall, not later than 30 calendar days after
receipt, cause to be published in the Federal
Register a notice of the recommended revi-
sions of the consensus committee to the
standards, a notice of the submission of the
recommended revisions to the Secretary, and
a description of the circumstances under
which the proposed revised standards could
become effective.

‘‘(iii) PUBLICATION OF REJECTED PROPOSED
REVISED STANDARDS.—If the Secretary rejects
the proposed revised standard, the Secretary
shall cause to be published in the Federal
Register the rejected proposed revised stand-
ard, the reasons for rejection, and any rec-
ommended modifications set forth.

‘‘(5) REVIEW BY THE SECRETARY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ei-

ther adopt, modify, or reject a standard, as
submitted by the consensus committee under
paragraph (4)(A).

‘‘(B) TIMING.—Not later than 12 months
after the date on which a standard is sub-
mitted to the Secretary by the consensus
committee, the Secretary shall take action
regarding such standard under subparagraph
(C).

‘‘(C) PROCEDURES.—If the Secretary—
‘‘(i) adopts a standard recommended by the

consensus committee, the Secretary shall—
‘‘(I) issue a final order without further

rulemaking; and
‘‘(II) cause the final order to be published

in the Federal Register;
‘‘(ii) determines that any standard should

be rejected, the Secretary shall—
‘‘(I) reject the standard; and
‘‘(II) cause to be published in the Federal

Register a notice to that effect, together
with the reason or reasons for rejecting the
proposed standard; or

‘‘(iii) determines that a standard rec-
ommended by the consensus committee
should be modified, the Secretary shall—

‘‘(I) cause to be published in the Federal
Register the proposed modified standard, to-
gether with an explanation of the reason or
reasons for the determination of the Sec-
retary; and

‘‘(II) provide an opportunity for public
comment in accordance with section 553 of
title 5, United States Code.

‘‘(D) FINAL ORDER.—Any final standard
under this paragraph shall become effective
pursuant to subsection (c).

‘‘(6) FAILURE TO ACT.—If the Secretary fails
to take final action under paragraph (5) and
to cause notice of the action to be published
in the Federal Register before the expiration
of the 12-month period beginning on the date
on which the proposed revised standard is
submitted to the Secretary under paragraph
(4)(A)—

‘‘(A) the Secretary shall appear in person
before the appropriate housing and appro-
priations subcommittees and committees of
the House of Representatives and the Senate
(referred to in this paragraph as the ‘com-
mittees’) on a date or dates to be specified by
the committees, but in no event later than 30
days after the expiration of that 12-month
period, and shall state before the committees
the reasons for failing to take final action as
required under paragraph (5); and

‘‘(B) if the Secretary does not appear in
person as required under subparagraph (A),
the Secretary shall thereafter, and until
such time as the Secretary does appear as re-
quired under subparagraph (A), be prohibited
from expending any funds collected under
authority of this title in an amount greater
than that collected and expended in the fis-
cal year immediately preceding the date of
enactment of the Manufactured Housing Im-
provement Act of 2000, indexed for inflation
as determined by the Congressional Budget
Office.

‘‘(b) OTHER ORDERS.—
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‘‘(1) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may

issue procedural and enforcement regula-
tions and revisions to existing regulations as
necessary to implement the provisions of
this title. The consensus committee may
submit to the Secretary proposed procedural
and enforcement regulations and rec-
ommendations for the revision of such regu-
lations.

‘‘(2) INTERPRETATIVE BULLETINS.—The Sec-
retary may issue interpretative bulletins to
clarify the meaning of any Federal manufac-
tured home construction and safety standard
or procedural and enforcement regulation.
The consensus committee may submit to the
Secretary proposed interpretative bulletins
to clarify the meaning of any Federal manu-
factured home construction and safety
standard or procedural and enforcement reg-
ulation.

‘‘(3) REVIEW BY CONSENSUS COMMITTEE.—Be-
fore issuing a procedural or enforcement reg-
ulation or an interpretative bulletin—

‘‘(A) the Secretary shall—
‘‘(i) submit the proposed procedural or en-

forcement regulation or interpretative bul-
letin to the consensus committee; and

‘‘(ii) provide the consensus committee with
a period of 120 days to submit written com-
ments to the Secretary on the proposed pro-
cedural or enforcement regulation or the in-
terpretative bulletin; and

‘‘(B) if the Secretary rejects any signifi-
cant comment provided by the consensus
committee under subparagraph (A), the Sec-
retary shall provide a written explanation of
the reasons for the rejection to the con-
sensus committee; and

‘‘(C) following compliance with subpara-
graphs (A) and (B), the Secretary shall—

‘‘(i) cause the proposed regulation or inter-
pretative bulletin and the consensus com-
mittee’s written comments, along with the
Secretary’s response thereto, to be published
in the Federal Register; and

‘‘(ii) provide an opportunity for public
comment in accordance with section 553 of
title 5, United States Code.

‘‘(4) REQUIRED ACTION.—Not later than 120
days after the date on which the Secretary
receives a proposed regulation or interpreta-
tive bulletin submitted by the consensus
committee, the Secretary shall—

‘‘(A) approve the proposal and cause the
proposed regulation or interpretative bul-
letin to be published for public comment in
accordance with section 553 of title 5, United
States Code; or

‘‘(B) reject the proposed regulation or in-
terpretative bulletin and—

‘‘(i) provide to the consensus committee a
written explanation of the reasons for rejec-
tion; and

‘‘(ii) cause to be published in the Federal
Register the rejected proposed regulation or
interpretive bulletin, the reasons for rejec-
tion, and any recommended modifications
set forth.

‘‘(5) AUTHORITY TO ACT AND EMERGENCY.—If
the Secretary determines, in writing, that
such action is necessary to address an issue
on which the Secretary determines that the
consensus committee has not made a timely
recommendation following a request by the
Secretary, or in order to respond to an emer-
gency that jeopardizes the public health or
safety, the Secretary may issue an order
that is not developed under the procedures
set forth in subsection (a) or in this sub-
section, if the Secretary—

‘‘(A) provides to the consensus committee
a written description and sets forth the rea-
sons why action is necessary and all sup-
porting documentation; and

‘‘(B) issues the order after notice and an
opportunity for public comment in accord-
ance with section 553 of title 5, United States

Code, and causes the order to be published in
the Federal Register.

‘‘(6) CHANGES.—Any statement of policies,
practices, or procedures relating to construc-
tion and safety standards, regulations, in-
spections, monitoring, or other enforcement
activities that constitutes a statement of
general or particular applicability to imple-
ment, interpret, or prescribe law or policy by
the Secretary is subject to subsection (a) or
this subsection. Any change adopted in vio-
lation of subsection (a) or this subsection is
void.

‘‘(7) TRANSITION.—Until the date on which
the consensus committee is appointed pursu-
ant to section 604(a)(3), the Secretary may
issue proposed orders, pursuant to notice and
comment in accordance with section 553 of
title 5, United States Code, that are not de-
veloped under the procedures set forth in
this section for new and revised standards.’’;

(2) in subsection (d), by adding at the end
the following: ‘‘Federal preemption under
this subsection shall be broadly and liberally
construed to ensure that disparate State or
local requirements or standards do not affect
the uniformity and comprehensiveness of the
standards promulgated under this section
nor the Federal superintendence of the man-
ufactured housing industry as established by
this title. Subject to section 605, there is re-
served to each State the right to establish
standards for the stabilizing and support sys-
tems of manufactured homes sited within
that State, and for the foundations on which
manufactured homes sited within that State
are installed, and the right to enforce com-
pliance with such standards, except that
such standards shall be consistent with the
purposes of this title and shall be consistent
with the design of the manufacturer.’’;

(3) by striking subsection (e);
(4) in subsection (f), by striking the sub-

section designation and all of the matter
that precedes paragraph (1) and inserting the
following:

‘‘(e) CONSIDERATIONS IN ESTABLISHING AND
INTERPRETING STANDARDS AND REGULA-
TIONS.—The consensus committee, in recom-
mending standards, regulations, and inter-
pretations, and the Secretary, in estab-
lishing standards or regulations or issuing
interpretations under this section, shall—’’;

(5) by striking subsection (g);
(6) in the first sentence of subsection (j), by

striking ‘‘subsection (f)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (e)’’; and

(7) by redesignating subsections (h), (i),
and (j), as subsections (f), (g), and (h), respec-
tively.
SEC. 605. ABOLISHMENT OF NATIONAL MANUFAC-

TURED HOME ADVISORY COUNCIL;
MANUFACTURED HOME INSTALLA-
TION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 605 (42 U.S.C.
5404) is amended to read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 605. MANUFACTURED HOME INSTALLA-

TION.
‘‘(a) PROVISION OF INSTALLATION DESIGN

AND INSTRUCTIONS.—A manufacturer shall
provide with each manufactured home, de-
sign and instructions for the installation of
the manufactured home that have been ap-
proved by a design approval primary inspec-
tion agency. After establishment of model
standards under subsection (b)(2), a design
approval primary inspection agency may not
give such approval unless a design and in-
struction provides equal or greater protec-
tion than the protection provided under such
model standards.

‘‘(b) MODEL MANUFACTURED HOME INSTAL-
LATION STANDARDS.—

‘‘(1) PROPOSED MODEL STANDARDS.—Not
later than 18 months after the date on which
the initial appointments of all of the mem-
bers of the consensus committee are com-
pleted, the consensus committee shall de-

velop and submit to the Secretary proposed
model manufactured home installation
standards, which shall, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable, taking into account the
factors described in section 604(e), be con-
sistent with—

‘‘(A) the manufactured home designs that
have been approved by a design approval pri-
mary inspection agency; and

‘‘(B) the designs and instructions for the
installation of manufactured homes provided
by manufacturers under subsection (a).

‘‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT OF MODEL STAND-
ARDS.—Not later than 12 months after receiv-
ing the proposed model standards submitted
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall de-
velop and establish model manufactured
home installation standards, which shall, to
the maximum extent practicable, taking
into account the factors described in section
604(e), be consistent with—

‘‘(A) the manufactured home designs that
have been approved by a design approval pri-
mary inspection agency; and

‘‘(B) the designs and instructions for the
installation of manufactured homes provided
by manufacturers under subsection (a).

‘‘(3) FACTORS FOR CONSIDERATION.—
‘‘(A) CONSENSUS COMMITTEE.—In developing

the proposed model standards under para-
graph (1), the consensus committee shall
consider the factors described in section
604(e).

‘‘(B) SECRETARY.—In developing and estab-
lishing the model standards under paragraph
(2), the Secretary shall consider the factors
described in section 604(e).

‘‘(4) ISSUANCE.—The model manufactured
home installation standards shall be issued
after notice and an opportunity for public
comment in accordance with section 553 of
title 5, United States Code.

‘‘(c) MANUFACTURED HOME INSTALLATION

PROGRAMS.—
‘‘(1) PROTECTION OF MANUFACTURED HOUSING

RESIDENTS DURING INITIAL PERIOD.—During
the 5-year period beginning on the date of
enactment of the Manufactured Housing Im-
provement Act of 2000, no State or manufac-
turer may establish or implement any instal-
lation standards that, in the determination
of the Secretary, provide less protection to
the residents of manufactured homes than
the protection provided by the installation
standards in effect with respect to the State
or manufacturer, as applicable, on the date
of enactment of the Manufactured Housing
Improvement Act of 2000.

‘‘(2) INSTALLATION STANDARDS.—
‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT OF INSTALLATION PRO-

GRAM.—Not later than the expiration of the
5-year period described in paragraph (1), the
Secretary shall establish an installation pro-
gram that meets the requirements of para-
graph (3) for the enforcement of installation
standards in each State described in subpara-
graph (B) of this paragraph.

‘‘(B) IMPLEMENTATION OF INSTALLATION PRO-
GRAM.—Beginning on the expiration of the 5-
year period described in paragraph (1), the
Secretary shall implement the installation
program established under subparagraph (A)
in each State that does not have an installa-
tion program established by State law that
meets the requirements of paragraph (3).

‘‘(C) CONTRACTING OUT OF IMPLEMENTA-
TION.—In carrying out subparagraph (B), the
Secretary may contract with an appropriate
agent to implement the installation program
established under that subparagraph, except
that such agent shall not be a person or enti-
ty other than a government, nor an affiliate
or subsidiary of such a person or entity, that
has entered into a contract with the Sec-
retary to implement any other regulatory
program under this title.
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‘‘(3) REQUIREMENTS.—An installation pro-

gram meets the requirements of this para-
graph if it is a program regulating the in-
stallation of manufactured homes that
includes—

‘‘(A) installation standards that, in the de-
termination of the Secretary, provide pro-
tection to the residents of manufactured
homes that equals or exceeds the protection
provided to those residents by—

‘‘(i) the model manufactured home instal-
lation standards established by the Sec-
retary under subsection (b)(2); or

‘‘(ii) the designs and instructions provided
by manufacturers under subsection (a), if the
Secretary determines that such designs and
instructions provide protection to the resi-
dents of manufactured homes that equals or
exceeds the protection provided by the model
manufactured home installation standards
established by the Secretary under sub-
section (b)(2);

‘‘(B) the training and licensing of manufac-
tured home installers; and

‘‘(C) inspection of the installation of manu-
factured homes.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
623(c) (42 U.S.C. 5422(c)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (10), by striking ‘‘and’’ at
the end;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (11) as para-
graph (13); and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (10) the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(11) with respect to any State plan sub-
mitted on or after the expiration of the 5-
year period beginning on the date of enact-
ment of the Manufactured Housing Improve-
ment Act of 2000, provides for an installation
program established by State law that meets
the requirements of section 605(c)(3);’’.
SEC. 606. PUBLIC INFORMATION.

Section 607 (42 U.S.C. 5406) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘to the Secretary’’ after

‘‘submit’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following:

‘‘The Secretary shall submit such cost and
other information to the consensus com-
mittee for evaluation.’’;

(2) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘, the
consensus committee,’’ after ‘‘public’’; and

(3) by striking subsection (c) and redesig-
nating subsections (d) and (e) as subsections
(c) and (d), respectively.
SEC. 607. RESEARCH, TESTING, DEVELOPMENT,

AND TRAINING.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 608(a) (42 U.S.C.

5407(a)) is amended—
(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and’’ at

the end;
(2) in paragraph (3), by striking the period

at the end and inserting a semicolon; and
(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(4) encouraging the government-spon-

sored housing entities to actively develop
and implement secondary market
securitization programs for the FHA manu-
factured home loans and those of other loan
programs, as appropriate, thereby promoting
the availability of affordable manufactured
homes to increase homeownership for all
people in the United States; and

‘‘(5) reviewing the programs for FHA man-
ufactured home loans and developing any
changes to such programs to promote the af-
fordability of manufactured homes, includ-
ing changes in loan terms, amortization peri-
ods, regulations, and procedures.’’.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 608 (42 U.S.C.
5407) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the following definitions shall apply:

‘‘(1) GOVERNMENT-SPONSORED HOUSING ENTI-
TIES.—The term ‘government-sponsored
housing entities’ means the Government Na-

tional Mortgage Association of the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development,
the Federal National Mortgage Association,
and the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Cor-
poration.

‘‘(2) FHA MANUFACTURED HOME LOAN.—The
term ‘FHA manufactured home loan’ means
a loan that—

‘‘(A) is insured under title I of the National
Housing Act and is made for the purpose of
financing alterations, repairs, or improve-
ments on or in connection with an existing
manufactured home, the purchase of a manu-
factured home, the purchase of a manufac-
tured home and a lot on which to place the
home, or the purchase only of a lot on which
to place a manufactured home; or

‘‘(B) is otherwise insured under the Na-
tional Housing Act and made for or in con-
nection with a manufactured home.’’.
SEC. 608. PROHIBITED ACTS.

Section 610(a) (42 U.S.C. 5409(a)) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the
end;

(2) in paragraph (6), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(7) after the expiration of the period spec-
ified in section 605(c)(2)(B), fail to comply
with the requirements for the installation
program required by section 605 in any State
that has not adopted and implemented a
State installation program.’’.
SEC. 609. FEES.

Section 620 (42 U.S.C. 5419) is amended to
read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 620. AUTHORITY TO COLLECT FEE.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out inspec-
tions under this title, in developing stand-
ards and regulations pursuant to section 604,
and in facilitating the acceptance of the af-
fordability and availability of manufactured
housing within the Department, the Sec-
retary may—

‘‘(1) establish and collect from manufac-
tured home manufacturers a reasonable fee,
as may be necessary to offset the expenses
incurred by the Secretary in connection with
carrying out the responsibilities of the Sec-
retary under this title, including—

‘‘(A) conducting inspections and moni-
toring;

‘‘(B) providing funding to States for the ad-
ministration and implementation of ap-
proved State plans under section 623, includ-
ing reasonable funding for cooperative edu-
cational and training programs designed to
facilitate uniform enforcement under this
title, which funds may be paid directly to
the States or may be paid or provided to any
person or entity designated to receive and
disburse such funds by cooperative agree-
ments among participating States, provided
that such person or entity is not otherwise
an agent of the Secretary under this title;

‘‘(C) providing the funding for a noncareer
administrator within the Department to ad-
minister the manufactured housing program;

‘‘(D) providing the funding for salaries and
expenses of employees of the Department to
carry out the manufactured housing pro-
gram;

‘‘(E) administering the consensus com-
mittee as set forth in section 604;

‘‘(F) facilitating the acceptance of the
quality, durability, safety, and affordability
of manufactured housing within the Depart-
ment; and

‘‘(G) the administration and enforcement
of the installation standards authorized by
section 605 in States in which the Secretary
is required to implement an installation pro-
gram after the expiration of the 5-year pe-
riod set forth in section 605(c)(2)(B), and the
administration and enforcement of a dispute

resolution program described in section
623(c)(12) in States in which the Secretary is
required to implement such a program after
the expiration of the 5-year period set forth
in section 623(g)(2); and

‘‘(2) subject to subsection (e), use amounts
from any fee collected under paragraph (1) of
this subsection to pay expenses referred to in
that paragraph, which shall be exempt and
separate from any limitations on the Depart-
ment regarding full-time equivalent posi-
tions and travel.

‘‘(b) CONTRACTORS.—In using amounts from
any fee collected under this section, the Sec-
retary shall ensure that separate and inde-
pendent contractors are retained to carry
out monitoring and inspection work and any
other work that may be delegated to a con-
tractor under this title.

‘‘(c) PROHIBITED USE.—No amount from
any fee collected under this section may be
used for any purpose or activity not specifi-
cally authorized by this title, unless such ac-
tivity was already engaged in by the Sec-
retary prior to the date of enactment of the
Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of
2000.

‘‘(d) MODIFICATION.—Beginning on the date
of enactment of the Manufactured Housing
Improvement Act of 2000, the amount of any
fee collected under this section may only be
modified—

‘‘(1) as specifically authorized in advance
in an annual appropriations Act; and

‘‘(2) pursuant to rulemaking in accordance
with section 553 of title 5, United States
Code.

‘‘(e) APPROPRIATION AND DEPOSIT OF
FEES.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in
the Treasury of the United States a fund to
be known as the ‘Manufactured Housing Fees
Trust Fund’ for deposit of amounts from any
fee collected under this section. Such
amounts shall be held in trust for use only as
provided in this title.

‘‘(2) APPROPRIATION.—Amounts from any
fee collected under this section shall be
available for expenditure only to the extent
approved in advance in an annual appropria-
tions Act. Any change in the expenditure of
such amounts shall be specifically author-
ized in advance in an annual appropriations
Act.

‘‘(3) PAYMENTS TO STATES.—On and after
the effective date of the Manufactured Hous-
ing Improvement Act of 2000, the Secretary
shall continue to fund the States having ap-
proved State plans in the amounts which are
not less than the allocated amounts, based
on the fee distribution system in effect on
the day before such effective date.’’.
SEC. 610. DISPUTE RESOLUTION.

Section 623(c) (42 U.S.C. 5422(c)) is
amended—

(1) by inserting after paragraph (11) (as
added by the preceding provisions of this
title) the following:

‘‘(12) with respect to any State plan sub-
mitted on or after the expiration of the 5-
year period beginning on the date of enact-
ment of the Manufactured Housing Improve-
ment Act of 2000, provides for a dispute reso-
lution program for the timely resolution of
disputes between manufacturers, retailers,
and installers of manufactured homes re-
garding responsibility, and for the issuance
of appropriate orders, for the correction or
repair of defects in manufactured homes that
are reported during the 1-year period begin-
ning on the date of installation; and’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(g) ENFORCEMENT OF DISPUTE RESOLUTION

STANDARDS.—
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF DISPUTE RESOLUTION

PROGRAM.—Not later than the expiration of
the 5-year period beginning on the date of
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enactment of the Manufactured Housing Im-
provement Act of 2000, the Secretary shall
establish a dispute resolution program that
meets the requirements of subsection (c)(12)
for dispute resolution in each State de-
scribed in paragraph (2) of this subsection.
The order establishing the dispute resolution
program shall be issued after notice and op-
portunity for public comment in accordance
with section 553 of title 5, United States
Code.

‘‘(2) IMPLEMENTATION OF DISPUTE RESOLU-
TION PROGRAM.—Beginning on the expiration
of the 5-year period described in paragraph
(1), the Secretary shall implement the dis-
pute resolution program established under
paragraph (1) in each State that has not es-
tablished a dispute resolution program that
meets the requirements of subsection (c)(12).

‘‘(3) CONTRACTING OUT OF IMPLEMENTA-
TION.—In carrying out paragraph (2), the Sec-
retary may contract with an appropriate
agent to implement the dispute resolution
program established under paragraph (2), ex-
cept that such agent shall not be a person or
entity other than a government, nor an affil-
iate or subsidiary of such a person or entity,
that has entered into a contract with the
Secretary to implement any other regu-
latory program under this title.’’.
SEC. 611. ELIMINATION OF ANNUAL REPORTING

REQUIREMENT.
The National Manufactured Housing Con-

struction and Safety Standards Act of 1974
(42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.) is amended—

(1) by striking section 626 (42 U.S.C. 5425);
and

(2) by redesignating sections 627 and 628 (42
U.S.C. 5426, 5401 note) as sections 626 and 627,
respectively.
SEC. 612. EFFECTIVE DATE.

The amendments made by this title shall
take effect on the date of enactment of this
Act, except that the amendments shall have
no effect on any order or interpretative bul-
letin that is issued under the National Manu-
factured Housing Construction and Safety
Standards Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.)
and published as a proposed rule pursuant to
section 553 of title 5, United States Code, on
or before that date of enactment.
SEC. 613. SAVINGS PROVISIONS.

(a) STANDARDS AND REGULATIONS.—The
Federal manufactured home construction
and safety standards (as such term is defined
in section 603 of the National Manufactured
Housing Construction and Safety Standards
Act of 1974) and all regulations pertaining
thereto in effect on the day before the date
of enactment of this Act shall apply until
the effective date of a standard or regulation
modifying or superseding the existing stand-
ard or regulation that is promulgated under
subsection (a) or (b) of section 604 of the Na-
tional Manufactured Housing Construction
and Safety Standards Act of 1974, as amend-
ed by this title.

(b) CONTRACTS.—Any contract awarded
pursuant to a Request for Proposal issued be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act shall
remain in effect until the earlier of—

(1) the expiration of the 2-year period be-
ginning on the date of enactment of this Act;
or

(2) the expiration of the contract term.
TITLE VII—RURAL HOUSING

HOMEOWNERSHIP
SEC. 701. GUARANTEES FOR REFINANCING OF

RURAL HOUSING LOANS.
Section 502(h) of the Housing Act of 1949 (42

U.S.C. 1472(h)) is amended by adding at the
end the following new paragraph:

‘‘(13) GUARANTEES FOR REFINANCING
LOANS.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of the
borrower, the Secretary shall, to the extent
provided in appropriation Acts and subject

to subparagraph (F), guarantee a loan that is
made to refinance an existing loan that is
made under this section or guaranteed under
this subsection, and that the Secretary de-
termines complies with the requirements of
this paragraph.

‘‘(B) INTEREST RATE.—To be eligible for a
guarantee under this paragraph, the refi-
nancing loan shall have a rate of interest
that is fixed over the term of the loan and
does not exceed the interest rate of the loan
being refinanced.

‘‘(C) SECURITY.—To be eligible for a guar-
antee under this paragraph, the refinancing
loan shall be secured by the same single-fam-
ily residence as was the loan being refi-
nanced, which shall be owned by the bor-
rower and occupied by the borrower as the
principal residence of the borrower.

‘‘(D) AMOUNT.—To be eligible for a guar-
antee under this paragraph, the principal ob-
ligation under the refinancing loan shall not
exceed an amount equal to the sum of the
balance of the loan being refinanced and
such closing costs as may be authorized by
the Secretary, which shall include a discount
not exceeding 2 basis points and an origina-
tion fee not exceeding such amount as the
Secretary shall prescribe.

‘‘(E) OTHER REQUIREMENTS.—The provisions
of the last sentence of paragraph (1) and
paragraphs (2), (5), (6)(A), (7), and (9) shall
apply to loans guaranteed under this para-
graph, and no other provisions of paragraphs
(1) through (12) shall apply to such loans.

‘‘(F) AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH LIMITATION.—
The Secretary may establish limitations on
the number of loans guaranteed under this
paragraph, which shall be based on market
conditions and other factors as the Secretary
considers appropriate.’’.
SEC. 702. PROMISSORY NOTE REQUIREMENT

UNDER HOUSING REPAIR LOAN PRO-
GRAM.

The fourth sentence of section 504(a) of the
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1474(a)) is
amended by striking ‘‘$2,500’’ and inserting
‘‘$7,500’’.
SEC. 703. LIMITED PARTNERSHIP ELIGIBILITY

FOR FARM LABOR HOUSING LOANS.
The first sentence of section 514(a) of the

Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1484(a)) is
amended by striking ‘‘nonprofit limited
partnership’’ and inserting ‘‘limited partner-
ship’’.
SEC. 704. PROJECT ACCOUNTING RECORDS AND

PRACTICES.
Section 515 of the Housing Act of 1949 (42

U.S.C. 1485) is amended by striking sub-
section (z) and inserting the following new
subsections:

‘‘(z) ACCOUNTING AND RECORDKEEPING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—

‘‘(1) ACCOUNTING STANDARDS.—The Sec-
retary shall require that borrowers in pro-
grams authorized by this section maintain
accounting records in accordance with gen-
erally accepted accounting principles for all
projects that receive funds from loans made
or guaranteed by the Secretary under this
section.

‘‘(2) RECORD RETENTION REQUIREMENTS.—
The Secretary shall require that borrowers
in programs authorized by this section re-
tain for a period of not less than 6 years and
make available to the Secretary in a manner
determined by the Secretary, all records re-
quired to be maintained under this sub-
section and other records identified by the
Secretary in applicable regulations.

‘‘(aa) DOUBLE DAMAGES FOR UNAUTHORIZED
USE OF HOUSING PROJECTS ASSETS AND IN-
COME.—

‘‘(1) ACTION TO RECOVER ASSETS OR IN-
COME.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may re-
quest the Attorney General to bring an ac-

tion in a United States district court to re-
cover any assets or income used by any per-
son in violation of the provisions of a loan
made or guaranteed by the Secretary under
this section or in violation of any applicable
statute or regulation.

‘‘(B) IMPROPER DOCUMENTATION.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, a use of assets or in-
come in violation of the applicable loan, loan
guarantee, statute, or regulation shall in-
clude any use for which the documentation
in the books and accounts does not establish
that the use was made for a reasonable oper-
ating expense or necessary repair of the
project or for which the documentation has
not been maintained in accordance with the
requirements of the Secretary and in reason-
able condition for proper audit.

‘‘(C) DEFINITION.—For the purposes of this
subsection, the term ‘person’ means—

‘‘(i) any individual or entity that borrows
funds in accordance with programs author-
ized by this section;

‘‘(ii) any individual or entity holding 25
percent or more interest of any entity that
borrows funds in accordance with programs
authorized by this section; and

‘‘(iii) any officer, director, or partner of an
entity that borrows funds in accordance with
programs authorized by this section.

‘‘(2) AMOUNT RECOVERABLE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In any judgment favor-

able to the United States entered under this
subsection, the Attorney General may re-
cover double the value of the assets and in-
come of the project that the court deter-
mines to have been used in violation of the
provisions of a loan made or guaranteed by
the Secretary under this section or any ap-
plicable statute or regulation, plus all costs
related to the action, including reasonable
attorney and auditing fees.

‘‘(B) APPLICATION OF RECOVERED FUNDS.—
Notwithstanding any other provision of law,
the Secretary may use amounts recovered
under this subsection for activities author-
ized under this section and such funds shall
remain available for such use until expended.

‘‘(3) TIME LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding
any other provision of law, an action under
this subsection may be commenced at any
time during the 6-year period beginning on
the date that the Secretary discovered or
should have discovered the violation of the
provisions of this section or any related stat-
utes or regulations.

‘‘(4) CONTINUED AVAILABILITY OF OTHER
REMEDIES.—The remedy provided in this sub-
section is in addition to and not in substi-
tution of any other remedies available to the
Secretary or the United States.’’.
SEC. 705. DEFINITION OF RURAL AREA.

The second sentence of section 520 of the
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1490) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘1990 decennial census’’ and
inserting ‘‘1990 or 2000 decennial census’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘year 2000’’ and inserting
‘‘year 2010’’.
SEC. 706. OPERATING ASSISTANCE FOR MIGRANT

FARMWORKERS PROJECTS.
The last sentence of section 521(a)(5)(A) of

the Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C.
1490a(a)(5)(A)) is amended by striking
‘‘project’’ and inserting ‘‘tenant or unit’’.
SEC. 707. MULTIFAMILY RENTAL HOUSING LOAN

GUARANTEE PROGRAM.
Section 538 of the Housing Act of 1949 (42

U.S.C. 1490p–2) is amended—
(1) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘an In-

dian tribe,’’ after ‘‘thereof,’’;
(2) in subsection (f), by striking paragraph

(1) and inserting the following new para-
graph:

‘‘(1) be made for a period of not less than
25 nor greater than 40 years from the date
the loan was made and may provide for am-
ortization of the loan over a period of not to
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exceed 40 years with a final payment of the
balance due at the end of the loan term;’’;

(3) in subsection (i)(2), by striking ‘‘(A)
conveyance to the Secretary’’ and all that
follows through ‘‘(C) assignment’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘(A) submission to the Secretary of a
claim for payment under the guarantee, and
(B) assignment’’;

(4) in subsection (s), by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

‘‘(4) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian tribe’
means—

‘‘(A) any Indian tribe, band, nation, or
other organized group or community of Indi-
ans, including any Alaska Native village or
regional or village corporation, as defined by
or established pursuant to the Alaska Native
Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1601 et
seq.), that is recognized as eligible for the
special programs and services provided by
the United States to Indians because of their
status as Indians pursuant to the Indian
Self-Determination and Education Assist-
ance Act of 1975 (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.); or

‘‘(B) any entity established by the gov-
erning body of an Indian tribe described in
subparagraph (A) for the purpose of financ-
ing economic development.’’;

(5) in subsection (t), by inserting before the
period at the end the following: ‘‘to provide
guarantees under this section for eligible
loans having an aggregate principal amount
of $500,000,000’’;

(6) by striking subsection (l);
(7) by redesignating subsections (m)

through (u) as subsections (l) through (t), re-
spectively; and

(8) by adding at the end the following new
subsections:

‘‘(u) FEE AUTHORITY.—Any amounts col-
lected by the Secretary pursuant to the fees
charged to lenders for loan guarantees issued
under this section shall be used to offset
costs (as defined by section 502 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 661a))
of loan guarantees made under this section.

‘‘(v) DEFAULTS OF LOANS SECURED BY RES-
ERVATION LANDS.—In the event of a default
involving a loan to an Indian tribe or tribal
corporation made under this section which is
secured by an interest in land within such
tribe’s reservation (as determined by the
Secretary of the Interior), including a com-
munity in Alaska incorporated by the Sec-
retary of the Interior pursuant to the Indian
Reorganization Act (25 U.S.C. 461 et seq.), the
lender shall only pursue liquidation after of-
fering to transfer the account to an eligible
tribal member, the tribe, or the Indian hous-
ing authority serving the tribe. If the lender
subsequently proceeds to liquidate the ac-
count, the lender shall not sell, transfer, or
otherwise dispose of or alienate the property
except to one of the entities described in the
preceding sentence.’’.
SEC. 708. ENFORCEMENT PROVISIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title V of the Housing
Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1471 et seq.) is amended
by adding after section 542 the following:
‘‘SEC. 543. ENFORCEMENT PROVISIONS.

‘‘(a) EQUITY SKIMMING.—
‘‘(1) CRIMINAL PENALTY.—Whoever, as an

owner, agent, employee, or manager, or is
otherwise in custody, control, or possession
of property that is security for a loan made
or guaranteed under this title, willfully uses,
or authorizes the use, of any part of the
rents, assets, proceeds, income, or other
funds derived from such property, for any
purpose other than to meet actual, reason-
able, and necessary expenses of the property,
or for any other purpose not authorized by
this title or the regulations adopted pursu-
ant to this title, shall be fined under title 18,
United States Code, or imprisoned not more
than 5 years, or both.

‘‘(2) CIVIL SANCTIONS.—An entity or indi-
vidual who as an owner, operator, employee,

or manager, or who acts as an agent for a
property that is security for a loan made or
guaranteed under this title where any part of
the rents, assets, proceeds, income, or other
funds derived from such property are used
for any purpose other than to meet actual,
reasonable, and necessary expenses of the
property, or for any other purpose not au-
thorized by this title or the regulations
adopted pursuant to this title, shall be sub-
ject to a fine of not more than $25,000 per
violation. The sanctions provided in this
paragraph may be imposed in addition to any
other civil sanctions or civil monetary pen-
alties authorized by law.

‘‘(b) CIVIL MONETARY PENALTIES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may, after

notice and opportunity for a hearing, impose
a civil monetary penalty in accordance with
this subsection against any individual or en-
tity, including its owners, officers, directors,
general partners, limited partners, or em-
ployees, who knowingly and materially vio-
late, or participate in the violation of, the
provisions of this title, the regulations
issued by the Secretary pursuant to this
title, or agreements made in accordance
with this title, by—

‘‘(A) submitting information to the Sec-
retary that is false;

‘‘(B) providing the Secretary with false
certifications;

‘‘(C) failing to submit information re-
quested by the Secretary in a timely man-
ner;

‘‘(D) failing to maintain the property sub-
ject to loans made or guaranteed under this
title in good repair and condition, as deter-
mined by the Secretary;

‘‘(E) failing to provide management for a
project which received a loan made or guar-
anteed under this title that is acceptable to
the Secretary; or

‘‘(F) failing to comply with the provisions
of applicable civil rights statutes and regula-
tions.

‘‘(2) CONDITIONS FOR RENEWAL OR EXTEN-
SION.—The Secretary may require that expir-
ing loan or assistance agreements entered
into under this title shall not be renewed or
extended unless the owner executes an agree-
ment to comply with additional conditions
prescribed by the Secretary, or executes a
new loan or assistance agreement in the
form prescribed by the Secretary.

‘‘(3) AMOUNT.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The amount of a civil

monetary penalty imposed under this sub-
section shall not exceed the greater of—

‘‘(i) twice the damages the Department of
Agriculture, the guaranteed lender, or the
project that is secured for a loan under this
section suffered or would have suffered as a
result of the violation; or

‘‘(ii) $50,000 per violation.
‘‘(B) DETERMINATION.—In determining the

amount of a civil monetary penalty under
this subsection, the Secretary shall take
into consideration—

‘‘(i) the gravity of the offense;
‘‘(ii) any history of prior offenses by the vi-

olator (including offenses occurring prior to
the enactment of this section);

‘‘(iii) the ability of the violator to pay the
penalty;

‘‘(iv) any injury to tenants;
‘‘(v) any injury to the public;
‘‘(vi) any benefits received by the violator

as a result of the violation;
‘‘(vii) deterrence of future violations; and
‘‘(viii) such other factors as the Secretary

may establish by regulation.
‘‘(4) PAYMENT OF PENALTIES.—No payment

of a penalty assessed under this section may
be made from funds provided under this title
or from funds of a project which serve as se-
curity for a loan made or guaranteed under
this title.

‘‘(5) REMEDIES FOR NONCOMPLIANCE.—
‘‘(A) JUDICIAL INTERVENTION.—If a person

or entity fails to comply with a final deter-
mination by the Secretary imposing a civil
monetary penalty under this subsection, the
Secretary may request the Attorney General
of the United States to bring an action in an
appropriate United States district court to
obtain a monetary judgment against such in-
dividual or entity and such other relief as
may be available. The monetary judgment
may, in the court’s discretion, include the
attorney’s fees and other expenses incurred
by the United States in connection with the
action.

‘‘(B) REVIEWABILITY OF DETERMINATION.—In
an action under this paragraph, the validity
and appropriateness of a determination by
the Secretary imposing the penalty shall not
be subject to review.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 514
of the Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1484) is
amended by striking subsection (j).
SEC. 709. AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 18 OF UNITED

STATES CODE.
(a) MONEY LAUNDERING.—Section

1956(c)(7)(D) of title 18, United States Code, is
amended by inserting ‘‘any violation of sec-
tion 543(a)(1) of the Housing Act of 1949 (re-
lating to equity skimming),’’ after ‘‘coupons
having a value of not less than $5,000,’’.

(b) OBSTRUCTION OF FEDERAL AUDITS.—Sec-
tion 1516(a) of title 18, United States Code, is
amended by inserting ‘‘or relating to any
property that is security for a loan that is
made or guaranteed under title V of the
Housing Act of 1949,’’ before ‘‘shall be fined
under this title’’.
TITLE VIII—HOUSING FOR ELDERLY AND

DISABLED FAMILIES
SEC. 801. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Affordable
Housing for Seniors and Families Act’’.
SEC. 802. REGULATIONS.

The Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment (referred to in this title as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’) shall issue any regulations to carry
out this title and the amendments made by
this title that the Secretary determines may
or will affect tenants of federally assisted
housing only after notice and opportunity
for public comment in accordance with the
procedure under section 553 of title 5, United
States Code, applicable to substantive rules
(notwithstanding subsections (a)(2), (b)(B),
and (d)(3) of such section). Notice of such
proposed rulemaking shall be provided by
publication in the Federal Register. In
issuing such regulations, the Secretary shall
take such actions as may be necessary to en-
sure that such tenants are notified of, and
provided an opportunity to participate in,
the rulemaking, as required by such section
553.
SEC. 803. EFFECTIVE DATE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The provisions of this
title and the amendments made by this title
are effective as of the date of enactment of
this Act, unless such provisions or amend-
ments specifically provide for effectiveness
or applicability upon another date certain.

(b) EFFECT OF REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—
Any authority in this title or the amend-
ments made by this title to issue regula-
tions, and any specific requirement to issue
regulations by a date certain, may not be
construed to affect the effectiveness or appli-
cability of the provisions of this title or the
amendments made by this title under such
provisions and amendments and subsection
(a) of this section.

Subtitle A—Refinancing for Section 202
Supportive Housing for the Elderly

SEC. 811. PREPAYMENT AND REFINANCING.
(a) APPROVAL OF PREPAYMENT OF DEBT.—

Upon request of the project sponsor of a
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project assisted with a loan under section 202
of the Housing Act of 1959 (as in effect before
the enactment of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act), the Sec-
retary shall approve the prepayment of any
indebtedness to the Secretary relating to
any remaining principal and interest under
the loan as part of a prepayment plan under
which—

(1) the project sponsor agrees to operate
the project until the maturity date of the
original loan under terms at least as advan-
tageous to existing and future tenants as the
terms required by the original loan agree-
ment or any rental assistance payments con-
tract under section 8 of the United States
Housing Act of 1937 (or any other rental
housing assistance programs of the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development, in-
cluding the rent supplement program under
section 101 of the Housing and Urban Devel-
opment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s)) relating
to the project; and

(2) the prepayment may involve refi-
nancing of the loan if such refinancing re-
sults in a lower interest rate on the principal
of the loan for the project and in reductions
in debt service related to such loan.

(b) SOURCES OF REFINANCING.—In the case
of prepayment under this section involving
refinancing, the project sponsor may refi-
nance the project through any third party
source, including financing by State and
local housing finance agencies, use of tax-ex-
empt bonds, multi-family mortgage insur-
ance under the National Housing Act, rein-
surance, or other credit enhancements, in-
cluding risk sharing as provided under sec-
tion 542 of the Housing and Community De-
velopment Act of 1992 (12 U.S.C. 1707 note).
For purposes of underwriting a loan insured
under the National Housing Act, the Sec-
retary may assume that any section 8 rental
assistance contract relating to a project will
be renewed for the term of such loan.

(c) USE OF UNEXPENDED AMOUNTS.—Upon
execution of the refinancing for a project
pursuant to this section, the Secretary shall
make available at least 50 percent of the an-
nual savings resulting from reduced section 8
or other rental housing assistance contracts
in a manner that is advantageous to the ten-
ants, including—

(1) not more than 15 percent of the cost of
increasing the availability or provision of
supportive services, which may include the
financing of service coordinators and con-
gregate services;

(2) rehabilitation, modernization, or retro-
fitting of structures, common areas, or indi-
vidual dwelling units;

(3) construction of an addition or other fa-
cility in the project, including assisted liv-
ing facilities (or, upon the approval of the
Secretary, facilities located in the commu-
nity where the project sponsor refinances a
project under this section, or pools shared
resources from more than 1 such project); or

(4) rent reduction of unassisted tenants re-
siding in the project according to a pro rata
allocation of shared savings resulting from
the refinancing.

(d) USE OF CERTAIN PROJECT FUNDS.—The
Secretary shall allow a project sponsor that
is prepaying and refinancing a project under
this section—

(1) to use any residual receipts held for
that project in excess of $500 per individual
dwelling unit for not more than 15 percent of
the cost of activities designed to increase the
availability or provision of supportive serv-
ices; and

(2) to use any reserves for replacement in
excess of $1,000 per individual dwelling unit
for activities described in paragraphs (2) and
(3) of subsection (c).

(e) BUDGET ACT COMPLIANCE.—This section
shall be effective only to extent or in such

amounts that are provided in advance in ap-
propriation Acts.
Subtitle B—Authorization of Appropriations

for Supportive Housing for the Elderly and
Persons With Disabilities

SEC. 821. SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR ELDERLY
PERSONS.

Section 202 of the Housing Act of 1959 (12
U.S.C. 1701q) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

‘‘(m) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated for
providing assistance under this section such
sums as may be necessary for each of fiscal
years 2001, 2002, and 2003. Of the amount pro-
vided in appropriation Acts for assistance
under this section in each such fiscal year, 5
percent shall be available only for providing
assistance in accordance with the require-
ments under subsection (c)(4) (relating to
matching funds), except that if there are in-
sufficient eligible applicants for such assist-
ance, any amount remaining shall be used
for assistance under this section.’’.
SEC. 822. SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR PERSONS

WITH DISABILITIES.
Section 811 of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-

tional Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013)
is amended by striking subsection (m) and
inserting the following:

‘‘(m) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated for
providing assistance under this section such
sums as may be necessary for each of fiscal
years 2001, 2002, and 2003. Of the amount pro-
vided in appropriation Acts for assistance
under this section in each such fiscal year, 5
percent shall be available only for providing
assistance in accordance with the require-
ments under subsection (d)(5) (relating to
matching funds), except that if there are in-
sufficient eligible applicants for such assist-
ance, any amount remaining shall be used
for assistance under this section.’’.
SEC. 823. SERVICE COORDINATORS AND CON-

GREGATE SERVICES FOR ELDERLY
AND DISABLED HOUSING.

There are authorized to be appropriated to
the Secretary such sums as may be nec-
essary for each of fiscal years 2001, 2002, and
2003, for the following purposes:

(1) GRANTS FOR SERVICE COORDINATORS FOR
CERTAIN FEDERALLY ASSISTED MULTIFAMILY
HOUSING.—For grants under section 676 of the
Housing and Community Development Act of
1992 (42 U.S.C. 13632) for providing service co-
ordinators.

(2) CONGREGATE SERVICES FOR FEDERALLY
ASSISTED HOUSING.—For contracts under sec-
tion 802 of the Cranston-Gonzalez National
Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8011) to
provide congregate services programs for eli-
gible residents of eligible housing projects
under subparagraphs (B) through (D) of sub-
section (k)(6) of such section.
Subtitle C—Expanding Housing Opportuni-

ties for the Elderly and Persons With Dis-
abilities
PART 1—HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY

SEC. 831. ELIGIBILITY OF FOR-PROFIT LIMITED
PARTNERSHIPS.

Section 202(k)(4) of the Housing Act of 1959
(12 U.S.C. 1701q(k)(4)) is amended by insert-
ing after subparagraph (C) the following:

‘‘Such term includes a for-profit limited
partnership the sole general partner of which
is an organization meeting the requirements
under subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C), or a
corporation wholly owned and controlled by
an organization meeting the requirements
under subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C).’’.
SEC. 832. MIXED FUNDING SOURCES.

Section 202(h)(6) of the Housing Act of 1959
(12 U.S.C. 1701q(h)(6)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘non-Federal sources’’ and
inserting ‘‘sources other than this section’’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: ‘‘Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, assistance amounts provided
under this section may be treated as
amounts not derived from a Federal grant.’’.
SEC. 833. AUTHORITY TO ACQUIRE STRUCTURES.

Section 202 of the Housing Act of 1959 (12
U.S.C. 1701q) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘from the
Resolution Trust Corporation’’; and

(2) in subsection (h)(2)—
(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking

‘‘RTC PROPERTIES’’ and inserting ‘‘ACQUISI-
TION’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘from the Resolution’’ and
all that follows through ‘‘Insurance Act’’.
SEC. 834. USE OF PROJECT RESERVES.

Section 202(j) of the Housing Act of 1959 (12
U.S.C. 1701q(j)) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

‘‘(8) USE OF PROJECT RESERVES.—Amounts
for project reserves for a project assisted
under this section may be used for costs,
subject to reasonable limitations as the Sec-
retary determines appropriate, for reducing
the number of dwelling units in the project.
Such use shall be subject to the approval of
the Secretary to ensure that the use is de-
signed to retrofit units that are currently
obsolete or unmarketable.’’.
SEC. 835. COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES.

Section 202(h)(1) of the Housing Act of 1959
(12 U.S.C. 1701q(h)(1)) is amended by adding
at the end the following: ‘‘Neither this sec-
tion nor any other provision of law may be
construed as prohibiting or preventing the
location and operation, in a project assisted
under this section, of commercial facilities
for the benefit of residents of the project and
the community in which the project is lo-
cated, except that assistance made available
under this section may not be used to sub-
sidize any such commercial facility.’’.

PART 2—HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH
DISABILITIES

SEC. 841. ELIGIBILITY OF FOR-PROFIT LIMITED
PARTNERSHIPS.

Section 811(k)(6) of the Housing Act of 1959
(42 U.S.C. 8013(k)(6)) is amended by inserting
after subparagraph (D) the following:

‘‘Such term includes a for-profit limited
partnership the sole general partner of which
is an organization meeting the requirements
under subparagraphs (A), (B), (C), and (D) or
a corporation wholly owned and controlled
by an organization meeting the requirements
under subparagraphs (A), (B), (C), and (D).’’.
SEC. 842. MIXED FUNDING SOURCES.

Section 811(h)(5) of the Cranston-Gonzalez
National Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C.
8013(h)(5)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘non-Federal sources’’ and
inserting ‘‘sources other than this section’’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: ‘‘Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, assistance amounts provided
under this section may be treated as
amounts not derived from a Federal grant.’’.
SEC. 843. TENANT-BASED ASSISTANCE.

Section 811 of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013)
is amended—

(1) in subsection (d), by striking paragraph
(4) and inserting the following:

‘‘(4) TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE.—
‘‘(A) ADMINISTERING ENTITIES.—Tenant-

based rental assistance provided under sub-
section (b)(1) may be provided only through
a public housing agency that has submitted
and had approved an plan under section 7(d)
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42
U.S.C. 1437e(d)) that provides for such assist-
ance, or through a private nonprofit organi-
zation. A public housing agency shall be eli-
gible to apply under this section only for the
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purposes of providing such tenant-based
rental assistance.

‘‘(B) PROGRAM RULES.—Tenant-based rental
assistance under subsection (b)(1) shall be
made available to eligible persons with dis-
abilities and administered under the same
rules that govern tenant-based rental assist-
ance made available under section 8 of the
United States Housing Act of 1937, except
that the Secretary may waive or modify
such rules, but only to the extent necessary
to provide for administering such assistance
under subsection (b)(1) through private non-
profit organizations rather than through
public housing agencies.

‘‘(C) ALLOCATION OF ASSISTANCE.—In deter-
mining the amount of assistance provided
under subsection (b)(1) for a private non-
profit organization or public housing agency,
the Secretary shall consider the needs and
capabilities of the organization or agency, in
the case of a public housing agency, as de-
scribed in the plan for the agency under sec-
tion 7 of the United States Housing Act of
1937.’’; and

(2) in subsection (l)(1)—
(A) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘subsection (b)(2)’’;
(B) by striking the last comma and all that

follows through ‘‘subsection (n)’’; and
(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘‘Notwithstanding any other provision of
this section, the Secretary may use not more
than 25 percent of the total amounts made
available for assistance under this section
for any fiscal year for tenant-based rental
assistance under subsection (b)(1) for persons
with disabilities, and no authority of the
Secretary to waive provisions of this section
may be used to alter the percentage limita-
tion under this sentence.’’.
SEC. 844. USE OF PROJECT RESERVES.

Section 811(j) of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C.
8013(j)) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

‘‘(7) USE OF PROJECT RESERVES.—Amounts
for project reserves for a project assisted
under this section may be used for costs,
subject to reasonable limitations as the Sec-
retary determines appropriate, for reducing
the number of dwelling units in the project.
Such use shall be subject to the approval of
the Secretary to ensure that the use is de-
signed to retrofit units that are currently
obsolete or unmarketable.’’.
SEC. 845. COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES.

Section 811(h)(1) of the Cranston-Gonzalez
National Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C.
8013(h)(1)) is amended by adding at the end
the following: ‘‘Neither this section nor any
other provision of law may be construed as
prohibiting or preventing the location and
operation, in a project assisted under this
section, of commercial facilities for the ben-
efit of residents of the project and the com-
munity in which the project is located, ex-
cept that assistance made available under
this section may not be used to subsidize any
such commercial facility.’’.

PART 3—OTHER PROVISIONS
SEC. 851. SERVICE COORDINATORS.

(a) INCREASED FLEXIBILITY FOR USE OF
SERVICE COORDINATORS IN CERTAIN FEDER-
ALLY ASSISTED HOUSING.—Section 676 of the
Housing and Community Development Act of
1992 (42 U.S.C. 13632) is amended—

(1) in the section heading, by striking
‘‘MULTIFAMILY HOUSING ASSISTED
UNDER NATIONAL HOUSING ACT’’ and in-
serting ‘‘CERTAIN FEDERALLY ASSISTED
HOUSING’’;

(2) in subsection (a)—
(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘(E)

and (F)’’ and inserting ‘‘(B), (C), (D), (E), (F),
and (G)’’; and

(B) in the last sentence—
(i) by striking ‘‘section 661’’ and inserting

‘‘section 671’’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘A
service coordinator funded with a grant
under this section for a project may provide
services to low-income elderly or disabled
families living in the vicinity of such
project.’’;

(3) in subsection (d)—
(A) by striking ‘‘(E) or (F)’’ and inserting

‘‘(B), (C), (D), (E), (F), or (G)’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘section 661’’ and inserting

‘‘section 671’’; and
(4) by striking subsection (c) and redesig-

nating subsection (d) (as amended by para-
graph (3) of this subsection) as subsection
(c).

(b) REQUIREMENT TO PROVIDE SERVICE CO-
ORDINATORS.—Section 671 of the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1992 (42
U.S.C. 13631) is amended—

(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a),
by striking ‘‘to carry out this subtitle pursu-
ant to the amendments made by this sub-
title’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘for pro-
viding service coordinators under this sec-
tion’’;

(2) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘)’’ after
‘‘section 683(2)’’; and

(3) by adding at the end following:
‘‘(e) SERVICES FOR LOW-INCOME ELDERLY OR

DISABLED FAMILIES RESIDING IN VICINITY OF
CERTAIN PROJECTS.—To the extent only that
this section applies to service coordinators
for covered federally assisted housing de-
scribed in subparagraphs (B), (C), (D), (E),
(F), and (G) of section 683(2), any reference in
this section to elderly or disabled residents
of a project shall be construed to include
low-income elderly or disabled families liv-
ing in the vicinity of such project.’’.

(c) PROTECTION AGAINST TELEMARKETING
FRAUD.—

(1) SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR THE ELDER-
LY.—The first sentence of section 202(g)(1) of
the Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q(g)(1))
is amended by striking ‘‘and (F)’’ and insert-
ing the following: ‘‘(F) providing education
and outreach regarding telemarketing fraud,
in accordance with the standards issued
under section 671(f) of the Housing and Com-
munity Development Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C.
13631(f)); and (G)’’.

(2) OTHER FEDERALLY ASSISTED HOUSING.—
Section 671 of the Housing and Community
Development Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 13631), as
amended by subsection (b) of this section, is
further amended—

(A) in the first sentence of subsection (c),
by inserting after ‘‘response,’’ the following:
‘‘education and outreach regarding tele-
marketing fraud in accordance with the
standards issued under subsection (f),’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(f) PROTECTION AGAINST TELEMARKETING

FRAUD.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in coordi-

nation with the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, shall establish standards
for service coordinators in federally assisted
housing who are providing education and
outreach to elderly persons residing in such
housing regarding telemarketing fraud. The
standards shall be designed to ensure that
such education and outreach informs such el-
derly persons of the dangers of tele-
marketing fraud and facilitates the inves-
tigation and prosecution of telemarketers
engaging in fraud against such residents.

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—The standards established
under this subsection shall require that any
such education and outreach be provided in a
manner that—

‘‘(A) informs such residents of—
‘‘(i) the prevalence of telemarketing fraud

targeted against elderly persons;
‘‘(ii) how telemarketing fraud works;
‘‘(iii) how to identify telemarketing fraud;
‘‘(iv) how to protect themselves against

telemarketing fraud, including an expla-
nation of the dangers of providing bank ac-

count, credit card, or other financial or per-
sonal information over the telephone to un-
solicited callers;

‘‘(v) how to report suspected attempts at
telemarketing fraud; and

‘‘(vi) their consumer protection rights
under Federal law;

‘‘(B) provides such other information as
the Secretary considers necessary to protect
such residents against fraudulent tele-
marketing; and

‘‘(C) disseminates the information provided
by appropriate means, and in determining
such appropriate means, the Secretary shall
consider on-site presentations at federally
assisted housing, public service announce-
ments, a printed manual or pamphlet, an
Internet website, and telephone outreach to
residents whose names appear on ‘mooch
lists’ confiscated from fraudulent tele-
marketers.’’.

Subtitle D—Preservation of Affordable
Housing Stock

SEC. 861. SECTION 236 ASSISTANCE.

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO RETAIN EX-
CESS CHARGES.—Section 236(g) of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–1(g)), as
amended by the Departments of Veterans Af-
fairs and Housing and Urban Development,
and Independent Agencies Appropriations
Act, 2001, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘Subject
to paragraph (3) and notwithstanding’’ and
inserting ‘‘Notwithstanding’’; and

(2) by striking paragraph (3) and redesig-
nating paragraph (4) as paragraph (3).

(b) TREATMENT OF EXCESS CHARGES PRE-
VIOUSLY COLLECTED.—Any excess charges
that a project owner may retain pursuant to
the amendments made by subsections (b) and
(c) of section 532 of the Departments of Vet-
erans Affairs and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and Independent Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2000 (Public Law 106–74; 113
Stat. 1116) that have been collected by such
owner since the date of the enactment of
such Appropriations Act and that such owner
has not remitted to the Secretary of Housing
and Urban Development may be retained by
such owner unless such Secretary otherwise
provides. To the extent that a project owner
has remitted such excess charges to the Sec-
retary since such date of enactment, the Sec-
retary may return to the relevant project
owner any such excess charges remitted.
Notwithstanding any other provision of law,
amounts in the Rental Housing Assistance
Fund, or heretofore or subsequently trans-
ferred from the Rental Housing Assistance
Fund to the Flexible Subsidy Fund, shall be
available to make such return of excess
charges previously remitted to the Sec-
retary, including the return of excess
charges referred to in section 532(e) of such
Appropriations Act.

Subtitle E—Mortgage Insurance for Health
Care Facilities

SEC. 871. REHABILITATION OF EXISTING HOS-
PITALS, NURSING HOMES, AND
OTHER FACILITIES.

Section 223(f) of the National Housing Act
(12 U.S.C. 1715n(f)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—
(A) by striking ‘‘the refinancing of existing

debt of an’’; and
(B) by inserting ‘‘existing integrated serv-

ice facility,’’ after ‘‘existing board and care
home,’’;

(2) in paragraph (4)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘existing integrated serv-

ice facility,’’ after ‘‘board and care home,’’
each place it appears;

(B) in subparagraph (A), by inserting be-
fore the semicolon at the end the following:
‘‘, which refinancing, in the case of a loan on
a hospital, home, or facility that is within 2
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years of maturity, shall include a mortgage
made to prepay such loan’’;

(C) in subparagraph (B), by inserting after
‘‘indebtedness’’ the following: ‘‘, pay any
other costs including repairs, maintenance,
minor improvements, or additional equip-
ment which may be approved by the Sec-
retary,’’; and

(D) in subparagraph (D)—
(i) by inserting ‘‘existing’’ before ‘‘inter-

mediate care facility’’; and
(ii) by inserting ‘‘existing’’ before ‘‘board

and care home’’; and
(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(6) In the case of purchase of an existing

hospital (or existing nursing home, existing
assisted living facility, existing intermediate
care facility, existing board and care home,
existing integrated service facility or any
combination thereof) the Secretary shall
prescribe such terms and conditions as the
Secretary deems necessary to assure that—

‘‘(A) the proceeds of the insured mortgage
loan will be employed only for the purchase
of the existing hospital (or existing nursing
home, existing assisted living facility, exist-
ing intermediate care facility, existing board
and care home, existing integrated service
facility or any combination thereof) includ-
ing the retirement of existing debt (if any),
necessary costs associated with the purchase
and the insured mortgage financing, and
such other costs, including costs of repairs,
maintenance, improvements, and additional
equipment, as may be approved by the Sec-
retary;

‘‘(B) such existing hospital (or existing
nursing home, existing assisted living facil-
ity, existing intermediate care facility, ex-
isting board and care home, existing inte-
grated service facility, or any combination
thereof) is economically viable; and

‘‘(C) the applicable requirements for cer-
tificates, studies, and statements of section
232 (for the existing nursing home, existing
assisted living facility, intermediate care fa-
cility, board and care home, existing inte-
grated service facility or any combination
thereof, proposed to be purchased) or of sec-
tion 242 (for the existing hospital proposed to
be purchased) have been met.’’.
SEC. 872. NEW INTEGRATED SERVICE FACILITIES.

Section 232 of the National Housing Act (12
U.S.C. 1715w) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘are not

acutely ill and’’;
(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘neverthe-

less’’; and
(C) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(4) The development of integrated service

facilities for the care and treatment of the
elderly and other persons in need of health
care and related services, but who do not re-
quire hospital care, and the support of health
care facilities which provide such health
care and related services (including those
that support hospitals (as defined in section
242(b))).’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘acutely

ill and not’’;
(B) in paragraph (4), by inserting after the

second period the following: ‘‘Such term in-
cludes a parity first mortgage or parity first
deed of trust, subject to such terms and con-
ditions as the Secretary may provide.’’;

(C) in paragraph (6)—
(i) by striking subparagraph (A) and insert-

ing the following:
‘‘(A) meets all applicable licensing and reg-

ulatory requirements of the State, or if there
is no State law providing for such licensing
and regulation by the State, meets all appli-
cable licensing and regulatory requirements
of the municipality or other political sub-
division in which the facility is located, or,

in the absence of any such requirements,
meets any underwriting requirements of the
Secretary for such purposes;’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and’’
at the end;

(D) in paragraph (7), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(E) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(8) the term ‘integrated service facility’

means a facility—
‘‘(A) providing integrated health care de-

livery services designed and operated to pro-
vide medical, convalescent, skilled and inter-
mediate nursing, board and care services, as-
sisted living, rehabilitation, custodial, per-
sonal care services, or any combination
thereof, to sick, injured, disabled, elderly, or
infirm persons, or providing services for the
prevention of illness, or any combination
thereof;

‘‘(B) designed, in whole or in part, to pro-
vide a continuum of care, as determined by
the Secretary, for the sick, injured, disabled,
elderly, or infirm;

‘‘(C) providing clinical services, outpatient
services, including community health serv-
ices and medical practice facilities and group
practice facilities, to sick, injured, disabled,
elderly, or infirm persons not in need of the
services rendered in other facilities insurable
under this title, or for the prevention of ill-
ness, or any combination thereof; or

‘‘(D)(i) designed, in whole or in part to pro-
vide supportive or ancillary services to hos-
pitals (as defined in section 242(b)), which
services may include services provided by
special use health care facilities, profes-
sional office buildings, laboratories, adminis-
trative offices, and other facilities sup-
portive or ancillary to health care delivery
by such hospitals; and

‘‘(ii) that meet standards acceptable to the
Secretary, which may include standards gov-
erning licensure or State or local approval
and regulation of a mortgagor; or

‘‘(E) that provides any combination of the
services under subparagraphs (A) through
(D).’’;

(3) in subsection (d)—
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)—
(i) by inserting ‘‘board and care home,’’

after ‘‘rehabilitated nursing home,’’;
(ii) by inserting ‘‘integrated service facil-

ity,’’ after ‘‘assisted living facility,’’ the first
2 places it appears;

(iii) by inserting ‘‘board and care home,’’
after ‘‘existing nursing home,’’; and

(iv) by striking ‘‘or a board and care
home’’ and inserting ‘‘, board and care home
or integrated service facility’’;

(B) in paragraph (2)—
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph

(A), by inserting before ‘‘, including’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘or a public body, public agency, or
public corporation eligible under this sec-
tion’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘en-
ergy conservation measures’’ and all that
follows through ‘‘95–619)’’ and inserting ‘‘en-
ergy conserving improvements (as defined in
section 2(a))’’.

(C) in paragraph (4)(A)—
(i) in the first sentence—
(I) by inserting ‘‘, and integrated service

facilities that include such nursing home and
intermediate care facilities,’’ before ‘‘, the
Secretary’’;

(II) by striking ‘‘or section 1521 of the Pub-
lic Health Service Act’’ and inserting ‘‘of the
Public Health Service Act, or other applica-
ble Federal law (or, in the absence of appli-
cable Federal law, by the Secretary),’’;

(III) by inserting ‘‘, or the portion of an in-
tegrated service facility providing such serv-
ices,’’ before ‘‘covered by the mortgage,’’;
and

(IV) by inserting ‘‘or for such nursing or
intermediate care services within an inte-
grated service facility’’ before ‘‘, and (ii)’’;

(ii) in the second sentence, by inserting
‘‘(which may be within an integrated service
facility)’’ after ‘‘home and facility’’;

(iii) in the third sentence—
(I) by striking ‘‘mortgage under this sec-

tion’’ and all that follows through ‘‘feasi-
bility’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘such
mortgage under this section unless (i) the
proposed mortgagor or applicant for the
mortgage insurance for the home or facility
or combined home or facility, or the inte-
grated service facility containing such serv-
ices, has commissioned and paid for the prep-
aration of an independent study of market
need for the project’’;

(II) in clause (i)(II), by striking ‘‘and its re-
lationship to, other health care facilities
and’’ and inserting ‘‘or such facilities within
an integrated service facility, and its rela-
tionship to, other facilities providing health
care’’;

(III) in clause (i)(IV), by striking ‘‘in the
event the State does not prepare the study,’’;
and

(IV) in clause (i)(IV), by striking ‘‘the
State or’’; and

(V) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘or section
1521 of the Public Health Service Act’’ and
inserting ‘‘of the Public Health Service Act,
or other applicable Federal law (or, in the
absence of applicable Federal law, by the
Secretary),’’;

(iv) by striking the penultimate sentence
and inserting the following: ‘‘A study com-
missioned or undertaken by the State in
which the facility will be located shall be
considered to satisfy such market study re-
quirement. The proposed mortgagor or appli-
cant may reimburse the State for the cost of
an independent study referred to in the pre-
ceding sentence.’’; and

(v) in the last sentence—
(I) by inserting ‘‘the proposed mortgagor

or applicant for mortgage insurance may ob-
tain from’’ after ‘‘10 individuals,’’;

(II) by striking ‘‘may’’ and inserting
‘‘and’’; and

(III) by inserting a comma before ‘‘written
support’’; and

(D) in paragraph (4)(C)(iii), by striking
‘‘the appropriate State’’ and inserting ‘‘any
appropriate’’; and

(4) in subsection (i)(1), by inserting ‘‘inte-
grated service facilities,’’ after ‘‘assisted liv-
ing facilities,’’.
SEC. 873. HOSPITALS AND HOSPITAL-BASED INTE-

GRATED SERVICE FACILITIES.
Section 242 of the National Housing Act (12

U.S.C. 1715z–7) is amended—
(1) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (1)—
(i) in subparagraph (A), by adding ‘‘and’’ at

the end;
(ii) by striking subparagraph (B); and
(iii) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as

subparagraph (B) and striking ‘‘and’’ at the
end;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘respect-
fully’’ and all that follows through the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘given such
terms in section 207(a), except that the term
‘mortgage’ shall include a parity first mort-
gage or parity first deed of trust, subject to
such terms and conditions as the Secretary
may provide; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(3) the term ‘integrated service facility’

has the meaning given the term in section
232(b).’’;

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘title VII
of’’ and inserting ‘‘title VI of’’;

(3) in subsection (d)—
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),

by inserting after ‘‘operation,’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘or that covers an integrated service
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facility owned or to be owned by an appli-
cant or proposed mortgagor that also owns a
hospital in the same market area, including
equipment to be used in its operation,’’;

(B) in paragraph (1)—
(i) in the first sentence, by inserting before

the period at the end the following: ‘‘and
who, in the case of a mortgage covering an
integrated service facility, is also the owner
of a hospital facility’’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘A
mortgage insured hereunder covering an in-
tegrated service facility may only cover the
real and personal property where the eligible
facility will be located.’’;

(C) in paragraph (2)(A), by inserting ‘‘or in-
tegrated service facility’’ before the comma;
and

(D) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘en-
ergy conservation measures’’ and all that
follows through ‘‘95–619)’’ and inserting ‘‘en-
ergy conserving improvements (as defined in
section 2(a))’’;

(E) in paragraph (4)—
(i) in the first sentence—
(I) by inserting ‘‘for a hospital’’ after ‘‘any

mortgage’’; and
(II) by striking ‘‘or section 1521 of the Pub-

lic Health Service Act’’ and inserting ‘‘of the
Public Health Service Act, or other applica-
ble Federal law (or, in the absence of appli-
cable Federal law, by the Secretary),’’;

(ii) by striking the third sentence and in-
serting the following: ‘‘If no such State agen-
cy exists, or if the State agency exists but is
not empowered to provide a certification
that there is a need for the hospital as set
forth in subparagraph (A) of the first sen-
tence, the Secretary shall not insure any
such mortgage under this section unless: (A)
the proposed mortgagor or applicant for the
hospital has commissioned and paid for the
preparation of an independent study of mar-
ket need for the proposed project that: (i) is
prepared in accordance with the principles
established by the Secretary, in consultation
with the Secretary of Health and Human
Services (to the extent the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development considers
appropriate); (ii) assesses, on a marketwide
basis, the impact of the proposed hospital on,
and its relationship to, other facilities pro-
viding health care services, the percentage of
excess beds, demographic projections, alter-
native health care delivery systems, and the
reimbursement structure of the hospital;
(iii) is addressed to and is acceptable to the
Secretary in form and substance; and (iv) is
prepared by a financial consultant selected
by the proposed mortgagor or applicant and
approved by the Secretary; and (B) the State
complies with the other provisions of this
paragraph that would otherwise be required
to be met by a State agency designated in
accordance with section 604(a)(1) of the Pub-
lic Health Service Act, or other applicable
Federal law (or, in the absence of applicable
Federal law, by the Secretary). A study com-
missioned or undertaken by the State in
which the hospital will be located shall be
considered to satisfy such market study re-
quirement.’’; and

(iii) in the last sentence, by striking ‘‘fea-
sibility’’; and

(4) in subsection (f), by inserting ‘‘and pub-
lic integrated service facilities’’ after ‘‘pub-
lic hospitals’’.

TITLE IX—OTHER RELATED HOUSING
PROVISIONS

SEC. 901. EXTENSION OF LOAN TERM FOR MANU-
FACTURED HOME LOTS.

Section 2(b)(3)(E) of the National Housing
Act (12 U.S.C. 1703(b)(3)(E)) is amended by
striking ‘‘fifteen’’ and inserting ‘‘twenty’’.
SEC. 902. USE OF SECTION 8 VOUCHERS FOR OPT-

OUTS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8(t)(2) of the

United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C.

1437f(t)(2)), as amended by the Departments
of Veterans Affairs and Housing and Urban
Development, and Independent Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2001, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘fiscal year 1996’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal
year 1994’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
under subsection (a) shall be made and shall
apply—

(1) upon the enactment of this Act, if the
Departments of Veterans Affairs and Hous-
ing and Urban Development, and Inde-
pendent Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001, is
enacted before the enactment of this Act;
and

(2) immediately after the enactment of
such appropriations Act, if such appropria-
tions Act is enacted after the enactment of
this Act.
SEC. 903. MAXIMUM PAYMENT STANDARD FOR

ENHANCED VOUCHERS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8(t)(1)(B) of the

United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C.
1437f(t)(1)(B)), as amended by the Depart-
ments of Veterans Affairs and Housing and
Urban Development, and Independent Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2001, is amended by
inserting before the semicolon at the end the
following: ‘‘, except that a limit shall not be
considered reasonable for purposes of this
subparagraph if it adversely affects such as-
sisted families’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
under subsection (a) shall be made and shall
apply—

(1) upon the enactment of this Act, if the
Departments of Veterans Affairs and Hous-
ing and Urban Development, and Inde-
pendent Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001, is
enacted before the enactment of this Act;
and

(2) immediately after the enactment of
such appropriations Act, if such appropria-
tions Act is enacted after the enactment of
this Act.
SEC. 904. USE OF SECTION 8 ASSISTANCE BY

‘‘GRAND-FAMILIES’’ TO RENT DWELL-
ING UNITS IN ASSISTED PROJECTS.

Section 215(a) of the Cranston-Gonzalez
National Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C.
12745(a)) is amended by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:

‘‘(6) WAIVER OF QUALIFYING RENT.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of pro-

viding affordable housing appropriate for
families described in subparagraph (B), the
Secretary may, upon the application of the
project owner, waive the applicability of sub-
paragraph (A) of paragraph (1) with respect
to a dwelling unit if—

‘‘(i) the unit is occupied by such a family,
on whose behalf tenant-based assistance is
provided under section 8 of the United States
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f);

‘‘(ii) the rent for the unit is not greater
than the existing fair market rent for com-
parable units in the area, as established by
the Secretary under section 8 of the United
States Housing Act of 1937; and

‘‘(iii) the Secretary determines that the
waiver, together with waivers under this
paragraph for other dwelling units in the
project, will result in the use of amounts de-
scribed in clause (iii) in an effective manner
that will improve the provision of affordable
housing for such families.

‘‘(B) ELIGIBLE FAMILIES.—A family de-
scribed in this subparagraph is a family that
consists of at least one elderly person (who is
the head of household) and one or more of
such person’s grand children, great grand-
children, great nieces, great nephews, or
great great grandchildren (as defined by the
Secretary), but does not include any parent
of such grandchildren, great grandchildren,
great nieces, great nephews, or great great
grandchildren. Such term includes any such
grandchildren, great grandchildren, great

nieces, great nephews, or great great grand-
children who have been legally adopted by
such elderly person.’’.

TITLE X—BANKING AND HOUSING
AGENCY REPORTS

SEC. 1001. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Federal Re-

porting Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 1002. AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL RE-

SERVE ACT.
(a) REPEAL.—Section 2A of the Federal Re-

serve Act (12 U.S.C. 225a) is amended by
striking all after the first sentence.

(b) APPEARANCES BEFORE AND REPORTS TO
THE CONGRESS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Reserve Act
(12 U.S.C. 221 et seq.) is amended by inserting
after section 2A the following new section:
‘‘SEC. 2B. APPEARANCES BEFORE AND REPORTS

TO THE CONGRESS.
‘‘(a) APPEARANCES BEFORE THE CONGRESS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chairman of the

Board shall appear before the Congress at
semi-annual hearings, as specified in para-
graph (2), regarding—

‘‘(A) the efforts, activities, objectives and
plans of the Board and the Federal Open
Market Committee with respect to the con-
duct of monetary policy; and

‘‘(B) economic developments and prospects
for the future described in the report re-
quired in subsection (b).

‘‘(2) SCHEDULE.—The Chairman of the
Board shall appear—

‘‘(A) before the Committee on Banking and
Financial Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives on or about February 20 of even
numbered calendar years and on or about
July 20 of odd numbered calendar years;

‘‘(B) before the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate on
or about July 20 of even numbered calendar
years and on or about February 20 of odd
numbered calendar years; and

‘‘(C) before either Committee referred to in
subparagraph (A) or (B), upon request, fol-
lowing the scheduled appearance of the
Chairman before the other Committee under
subparagraph (A) or (B).

‘‘(b) CONGRESSIONAL REPORT.—The Board
shall, concurrent with each semi-annual
hearing required by this section, submit a
written report to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Banking and Fi-
nancial Services of the House of Representa-
tives, containing a discussion of the conduct
of monetary policy and economic develop-
ments and prospects for the future, taking
into account past and prospective develop-
ments in employment, unemployment, pro-
duction, investment, real income, produc-
tivity, exchange rates, international trade
and payments, and prices.’’.
SEC. 1003. PRESERVATION OF CERTAIN REPORT-

ING REQUIREMENTS.
Section 3003(a)(1) of the Federal Reports

Elimination and Sunset Act of 1995 (31 U.S.C.
1113 note) shall not apply to any report re-
quired to be submitted under any of the fol-
lowing provisions of law:

(1) Section 3 of the Employment Act of 1946
(15 U.S.C. 1022).

(2) Section 309 of the Defense Production
Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2099).

(3) Section 603 of the Public Works and
Economic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C.
3213).

(4) Section 7(o)(1) of the Department of
Housing and Urban Development Act (42
U.S.C. 3535(o)(1)).

(5) Section 540(c) of the National Housing
Act (12 U.S.C. 1735f–18(c)).

(6) Paragraphs (2) and (6) of section 808(e)
of the Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C.
3608(e)).

(7) Section 1061 of the Housing and Commu-
nity Development Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 4856).
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(8) Section 203(v) of the National Housing

Act (12 U.S.C. 1709(v)), as added by section
504 of the Housing and Community Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (Public Law 102–550; 106
Stat. 3780).

(9) Section 802 of the Housing Act of 1954
(12 U.S.C. 1701o).

(10) Section 8 of the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development Act (42 U.S.C.
3536).

(11) Section 1320 of the National Flood In-
surance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4027).

(12) Section 4(e)(2) of the Department of
Housing and Urban Development Act (42
U.S.C. 3533(e)(2).

(13) Section 205(g) of the National Housing
Act (12 U.S.C. 1711(g)).

(14) Section 701(c)(1) of the International
Financial Institutions Act (22 U.S.C.
262d(c)(1)).

(15) Paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 5302(c)
of title 31, United States Code.

(16) Section 18(f)(7) of the Federal Trade
Commission Act. (15 U.S.C. 57a(f)(7)).

(17) Section 333 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States (12 U.S.C. 14).

(18) Section 3(g) of the Home Owners’ Loan
Act (12 U.S.C. 1462a(g)).

(19) Section 304 of the Appalachian Re-
gional Development Act of 1965 (40 U.S.C.
App. 304).

(20) Sections 2(b)(1)(A), 8(a), 8(c), 10(g)(1),
and 11(c) of the Export-Import Bank Act of
1945 (12 U.S.C. 635(b)(1)(A), 635g(a), 635g(c),
635i–3(g), and 635i–5(c)).

(21) Section 17(a) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act (12 U.S.C. 1827(a)).

(22) Section 13 of the Federal Financing
Bank Act of 1973 (12 U.S.C. 2292).

(23) Section 2B(d) of the Federal Home
Loan Bank Act (12 U.S.C. 1422b(d)).

(24) Section 1002(b) of Financial Institu-
tions Reform, Recovery, and Enforcement
Act of 1989 (12 U.S.C. 1811 note).

(25) Section 8 of the Fair Credit and Charge
Card Disclosure Act of 1988 (15 U.S.C. 1637
note).

(26) Section 136(b)(4)(B) of the Truth in
Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1646(b)(4)(B)).

(27) Section 707 of the Equal Credit Oppor-
tunity Act (15 U.S.C. 1691f).

(28) Section 114 of the Truth in Lending
Act (15 U.S.C. 1613).

(29) The seventh undesignated paragraph of
section 10 of the Federal Reserve Act (12
U.S.C. 247).

(30) The tenth undesignated paragraph of
section 10 of the Federal Reserve Act (12
U.S.C. 247a).

(31) Section 815 of the Fair Debt Collection
Practices Act (15 U.S.C. 1692m).

(32) Section 102(d) of the Federal Credit
Union Act (12 U.S.C. 1752a(d)).

(33) Section 21B(i) of the Federal Home
Loan Bank Act (12 U.S.C. 1441b(i)).

(34) Section 607(a) of the Housing and Com-
munity Development Amendments of 1978 (42
U.S.C. 8106(a)).

(35) Section 708(l) of the Defense Produc-
tion Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. Ap. 2158(l)).

(36) Section 2546 of the Comprehensive
Thrift and Bank Fraud Prosecution and Tax-
payer Recovery Act of 1990 (28 U.S.C. 522
note).

(37) Section 202(b)(8) of the National Hous-
ing Act (12 U.S.C. 1708(b)(8)).
SEC. 1004. COORDINATION OF REPORTING RE-

QUIREMENTS.
(a) FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORA-

TION.—Section 17(a) of the Federal Deposit
Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1827(a)) is amended
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘‘(3) COORDINATION WITH OTHER REPORT RE-
QUIREMENTS.—The report required under this
subsection shall include the report required
under section 18(f)(7) of the Federal Trade
Commission Act.’’.

(b) BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FEDERAL
RESERVE SYSTEM.—The 7th undesignated
paragraph of section 10 of the Federal Re-
serve Act (12 U.S.C. 247) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new sentence:
‘‘The report required under this paragraph
shall include the reports required under sec-
tion 707 of the Equal Credit Opportunity Act,
section 18(f)(7) of the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act, section 114 of the Truth in Lending
Act, and the 10th undesignated paragraph of
this section.’’.

(c) COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY.—Sec-
tion 333 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States (12 U.S.C. 14) is amended by
adding at the end the following new sen-
tence: ‘‘The report required under this sec-
tion shall include the report required under
section 18(f)(7) of the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act.’’.

(d) EXPORT-IMPORT BANK.—
(1) IN GENERAL.— Section 2(b)(1)(A) of the

Export-Import Bank Act of 1945 (12 U.S.C.
635(b)(1)(A)) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘a annual’’ and inserting
‘‘an annual’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: ‘‘The annual report required under
this subparagraph shall include the report
required under section 10(g).’’.

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 10(g)(1) of the Export-Import
Bank Act of 1945 (12 U.S.C. 635i–3(g)(1)) is
amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘On or’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘the Bank’’ and inserting ‘‘The
Bank’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘a report’’ and inserting
‘‘an annual report’’.

(e) DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT.—Section 8 of the Department
of Housing and Urban Development Act (42
U.S.C. 3536) is amended by adding at the end
the following new sentence: ‘‘The report re-
quired under this section shall include the
reports required under paragraphs (2) and (6)
of section 808(e) of the Civil Rights Act of
1968, the reports required under subsections
(a) and (b) of section 1061 of the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1992, the re-
port required under section 802 of the Hous-
ing Act of 1954, and the report required under
section 4(e)(2) of this Act.’’.

(f) FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION.—
Section 203(v) of the National Housing Act
(12 U.S.C. 1709(v)), as added by section 504 of
the Housing and Community Development
Act of 1992, is amended by adding at the end
the following new sentence:
‘‘The report required under this subsection
shall include the report required under sec-
tion 540(c) and the report required under sec-
tion 205(g).’’.

(g) INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
ACT.—Section 701(c)(1) of the International
Financial Institutions Act (22 U.S.C.
262d(c)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘Not
later’’ and all that follows through ‘‘quar-
terly’’ and inserting ‘‘The Secretary of the
Treasury shall report annually’’.
SEC. 1005. ELIMINATION OF CERTAIN REPORTING

REQUIREMENTS.
(a) EXPORT-IMPORT BANK.—The Export-Im-

port Bank Act of 1945 (12 U.S.C. 635 et seq.)
is amended—

(1) in section 2(b)(1)(D)—
(A) by striking ‘‘(i)’’; and
(B) by striking clause (ii);
(2) in section 2(b)(8), by striking the last

sentence;
(3) in section 6(b), by striking paragraph (2)

and redesignating paragraph (3) as paragraph
(2); and

(4) in section 8, by striking subsections (b)
and (d) and redesignating subsections (c) and
(e) as subsections (b) and (c), respectively.

(b) FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORA-
TION.—Section 17 of the Federal Deposit In-

surance Act (12 U.S.C. 1827) is amended by
striking subsection (h).

TITLE XI—NUMISMATIC COINS
SEC. 1101. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘United
States Mint Numismatic Coin Clarification
Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 1102. CLARIFICATION OF MINT’S AUTHOR-

ITY.
(a) SILVER PROOF COINS.—Section

5132(a)(2)(B)(i) of title 31, United States Code,
is amended by striking ‘‘paragraphs (1)’’ and
inserting ‘‘paragraphs (2)’’.

(b) PLATINUM COINS.—Section 5112(k) of
title 31, United States Code, is amended by
striking ‘‘bullion’’ and inserting ‘‘platinum
bullion coins’’.
SEC. 1103. ADDITIONAL REPORT REQUIREMENT.

Section 5134(e)(2) of title 31, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘reflect’’ and inserting ‘‘con-
tain’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (C);

(3) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (D) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘‘(E) a supplemental schedule detailing—
‘‘(i) the costs and expenses for the produc-

tion, for the marketing, and for the distribu-
tion of each denomination of circulating
coins produced by the Mint during the fiscal
year and the per-unit cost of producing, of
marketing, and of distributing each denomi-
nation of such coins; and

‘‘(ii) the gross revenue derived from the
sales of each such denomination of coins.’’.

TITLE XII—FINANCIAL REGULATORY
RELIEF

SEC. 1200. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Financial

Regulatory Relief and Economic Efficiency
Act of 2000’’.
Subtitle A—Improving Monetary Policy and
Financial Institution Management Practices

SEC. 1201. REPEAL OF SAVINGS ASSOCIATION LI-
QUIDITY PROVISION.

(a) REPEAL OF LIQUIDITY PROVISION.—Sec-
tion 6 of the Home Owners’ Loan Act (12
U.S.C. 1465) is repealed.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) SECTION 5.—Section 5(c)(1)(M) of the

Home Owners’ Loan Act (12 U.S.C.
1464(c)(1)(M)) is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(M) LIQUIDITY INVESTMENTS.—Investments
(other than equity investments), identified
by the Director, for liquidity purposes, in-
cluding cash, funds on deposit at a Federal
reserve bank or a Federal home loan bank,
or bankers’ acceptances.’’.

(2) SECTION 10.—Section 10(m)(4)(B)(iii) of
the Home Owners’ Loan Act (12 U.S.C.
1467a(m)(4)(B)(iii)) is amended by inserting
‘‘as in effect on the day before the date of
the enactment of the Financial Regulatory
Relief and Economic Efficiency Act of 2000,
after ‘‘Loan Act,’’.
SEC. 1202. NONCONTROLLING INVESTMENTS BY

SAVINGS ASSOCIATION HOLDING
COMPANIES.

Section 10(e)(1)(A)(iii) of the Home Owners’
Loan Act (12 U.S.C. 1467a(e)(1)(A)(iii)) is
amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘, except with the prior
written approval of the Director,’’ after ‘‘or
to retain’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘so acquire or retain’’ and
inserting ‘‘acquire or retain, and the Direc-
tor may not authorize acquisition or reten-
tion of,’’.
SEC. 1203. REPEAL OF DEPOSIT BROKER NOTIFI-

CATION AND RECORDKEEPING RE-
QUIREMENT.

Section 29A of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1831f–1) is hereby re-
pealed.
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SEC. 1204. EXPEDITED PROCEDURES FOR CER-

TAIN REORGANIZATIONS.
The National Bank Consolidation and

Merger Act (12 U.S.C. 215 et seq.) is
amended—

(1) by redesignating section 5 as section 7;
and

(2) by inserting after section 4 the fol-
lowing new section:
‘‘SEC. 5. EXPEDITED PROCEDURES FOR CERTAIN

REORGANIZATIONS.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A national banking as-

sociation may, with the approval of the
Comptroller, pursuant to rules and regula-
tions promulgated by the Comptroller, and
upon the affirmative vote of the shareholders
of such association owning at least two-
thirds of its capital stock outstanding, reor-
ganize so as to become a subsidiary of a bank
holding company or of a company that will,
upon consummation of such reorganization,
become a bank holding company.

‘‘(b) REORGANIZATION PLAN.—A reorganiza-
tion authorized under subsection (a) shall be
carried out in accordance with a reorganiza-
tion plan that—

‘‘(1) specifies the manner in which the reor-
ganization shall be carried out;

‘‘(2) is approved by a majority of the entire
board of directors of the association;

‘‘(3) specifies—
‘‘(A) the amount of cash or securities of

the bank holding company, or both, or other
consideration to be paid to the shareholders
of the reorganizing association in exchange
for their shares of stock of the association;

‘‘(B) the date as of which the rights of each
shareholder to participate in such exchange
will be determined; and

‘‘(C) the manner in which the exchange
will be carried out; and

‘‘(4) is submitted to the shareholders of the
reorganizing association at a meeting to be
held on the call of the directors in accord-
ance with the procedures prescribed in con-
nection with a merger of a national bank
under section 3.

‘‘(c) RIGHTS OF DISSENTING SHARE-
HOLDERS.—If, pursuant to this section, a re-
organization plan has been approved by the
shareholders and the Comptroller, any share-
holder of the association who has voted
against the reorganization at the meeting re-
ferred to in subsection (b)(4), or has given no-
tice in writing at or prior to that meeting to
the presiding officer that the shareholder
dissents from the reorganization plan, shall
be entitled to receive the value of his or her
shares, as provided by section 3 for the merg-
er of a national bank.

‘‘(d) EFFECT OF REORGANIZATION.—The cor-
porate existence of an association that reor-
ganizes in accordance with this section shall
not be deemed to have been affected in any
way by reason of such reorganization.

‘‘(e) APPROVAL UNDER THE BANK HOLDING
COMPANY ACT.—This section does not affect
in any way the applicability of the Bank
Holding Company Act of 1956 to a trans-
action described in subsection (a).’’.
SEC. 1205. NATIONAL BANK DIRECTORS.

(a) AMENDMENTS TO THE REVISED STAT-
UTES.—Section 5145 of the Revised Statutes
of the United States (12 U.S.C. 71) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘for one year’’ and inserting
‘‘for a period of not more than 3 years’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘In
accordance with regulations issued by the
Comptroller of the Currency, an association
may adopt bylaws that provide for stag-
gering the terms of its directors.’’.

(b) AMENDMENT TO THE BANKING ACT OF
1933.—Section 31 of the Banking Act of 1933
(12 U.S.C. 71a) is amended in the first sen-
tence, by inserting before the period ‘‘, ex-
cept that the Comptroller of the Currency

may, by regulation or order, exempt a na-
tional banking association from the 25-mem-
ber limit established by this section’’.
SEC. 1206. AMENDMENT TO NATIONAL BANK CON-

SOLIDATION AND MERGER ACT.
The National Bank Consolidation and

Merger Act (12 U.S.C. 215 et seq.) is amended
by inserting after section 5, as added by this
title, the following new section:
‘‘SEC. 6. MERGERS AND CONSOLIDATIONS WITH

SUBSIDIARIES AND NONBANK AF-
FILIATES.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon the approval of the
Comptroller, a national banking association
may merge with 1 or more of its nonbank
subsidiaries or affiliates.

‘‘(b) SCOPE.—Nothing in this section shall
be construed—

‘‘(1) to affect the applicability of section
18(c) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act; or

‘‘(2) to grant a national banking associa-
tion any power or authority that is not per-
missible for a national banking association
under other applicable provisions of law.

‘‘(c) REGULATIONS.—The Comptroller shall
promulgate regulations to implement this
section.’’.
SEC. 1207. LOANS ON OR PURCHASES BY INSTITU-

TIONS OF THEIR OWN STOCK; AF-
FILIATIONS.

(a) AMENDMENT TO THE REVISED STAT-
UTES.—Section 5201 of the Revised Statutes
of the United States (12 U.S.C. 83) is amended
to read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 5201. LOANS BY BANK ON ITS OWN STOCK.

‘‘(a) GENERAL PROHIBITION.—No national
banking association shall make any loan or
discount on the security of the shares of its
own capital stock.

‘‘(b) EXCLUSION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, an association shall not be deemed to
be making a loan or discount on the security
of the shares of its own capital stock if it ac-
quires the stock to prevent loss upon a debt
previously contracted for in good faith.’’.

(b) AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL DEPOSIT
INSURANCE ACT.—Section 18 of the Federal
Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1828) is
amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (t), as
added by section 730 of the Gramm-Leach-
Bliley Act (Public Law 106–102; 113 Stat.
1476), as subsection (u); and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘‘(v) LOANS BY INSURED INSTITUTIONS ON
THEIR OWN STOCK.—

‘‘(1) GENERAL PROHIBITION.—No insured de-
pository institution may make any loan or
discount on the security of the shares of its
own capital stock.

‘‘(2) EXCLUSION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, an insured depository institution
shall not be deemed to be making a loan or
discount on the security of the shares of its
own capital stock if it acquires the stock to
prevent loss upon a debt previously con-
tracted for in good faith.’’.
SEC. 1208. PURCHASED MORTGAGE SERVICING

RIGHTS.
Section 475 of the Federal Deposit Insur-

ance Corporation Improvement Act of 1991
(12 U.S.C. 1828 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by inserting ‘‘(or
such other percentage exceeding 90 percent
but not exceeding 100 percent, as may be de-
termined under subsection (b))’’ after ‘‘90
percent’’;

(2) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c)
as subsections (c) and (d), respectively, and
by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘‘(b) AUTHORITY TO DETERMINE PERCENTAGE
BY WHICH TO DISCOUNT VALUE OF SERVICING
RIGHTS.—The appropriate Federal banking
agencies may allow readily marketable pur-
chased mortgage servicing rights to be val-

ued at more than 90 percent of their fair
market value but at not more than 100 per-
cent of such value, if such agencies jointly
make a finding that such valuation would
not have an adverse effect on the deposit in-
surance funds or the safety and soundness of
insured depository institutions.’’; and

(3) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘and’’ and
inserting ‘‘, ‘deposit insurance fund’, and’’.

Subtitle B—Streamlining Activities of
Institutions

SEC. 1211. CALL REPORT SIMPLIFICATION.
(a) MODERNIZATION OF CALL REPORT FILING

AND DISCLOSURE SYSTEM.—In order to reduce
the administrative requirements pertaining
to bank reports of condition, savings associa-
tion financial reports, and bank holding
company consolidated and parent-only finan-
cial statements, and to improve the timeli-
ness of such reports and statements, the Fed-
eral banking agencies shall—

(1) work jointly to develop a system under
which—

(A) insured depository institutions and
their affiliates may file such reports and
statements electronically; and

(B) the Federal banking agencies may
make such reports and statements available
to the public electronically; and

(2) not later than 1 year after the date of
enactment of this Act, report to the Con-
gress and make recommendations for legisla-
tion that would enhance efficiency for filers
and users of such reports and statements.

(b) UNIFORM REPORTS AND SIMPLIFICATION
OF INSTRUCTIONS.—The Federal banking
agencies shall, consistent with the principles
of safety and soundness, work jointly—

(1) to adopt a single form for the filing of
core information required to be submitted
under Federal law to all such agencies in the
reports and statements referred to in sub-
section (a); and

(2) to simplify instructions accompanying
such reports and statements and to provide
an index to the instructions that is adequate
to meet the needs of both filers and users.

(c) REVIEW OF CALL REPORT SCHEDULE.—
Each Federal banking agency shall—

(1) review the information required by
schedules supplementing the core informa-
tion referred to in subsection (b); and

(2) eliminate requirements that are not
warranted for reasons of safety and sound-
ness or other public purposes.

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘‘Federal banking agency’’ has the same
meaning as in section 3 of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1813).

Subtitle C—Streamlining Agency Actions
SEC. 1221. ELIMINATION OF DUPLICATIVE DIS-

CLOSURE OF FAIR MARKET VALUE
OF ASSETS AND LIABILITIES.

Section 37(a)(3) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act (12 U.S.C. 1831n(a)(3)) is amended
by striking subparagraph (D).
SEC. 1222. PAYMENT OF INTEREST IN RECEIVER-

SHIPS WITH SURPLUS FUNDS.
Section 11(d)(10) of the Federal Deposit In-

surance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(d)(10)) is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
paragraph:

‘‘(C) RULEMAKING AUTHORITY OF CORPORA-
TION.—The Corporation may prescribe such
rules, including definitions of terms, as it
deems appropriate to establish a single uni-
form interest rate for or to make payments
of post insolvency interest to creditors hold-
ing proven claims against the receivership
estates of insured Federal or State deposi-
tory institutions following satisfaction by
the receiver of the principal amount of all
creditor claims.’’.
SEC. 1223. REPEAL OF REPORTING REQUIRE-

MENT ON DIFFERENCES IN AC-
COUNTING STANDARDS.

Section 37(c) of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1831n(c)) is amended—
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(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Each’’

and all that follows through ‘‘a report’’ and
inserting ‘‘The Federal banking agencies
shall jointly submit an annual report’’; and

(2) by inserting ‘‘any’’ before ‘‘such agen-
cy’’ each place that term appears.
SEC. 1224. AGENCY REVIEW OF COMPETITIVE

FACTORS IN BANK MERGER ACT FIL-
INGS.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Section 18(c)(4) of
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C.
1828(c)(4)) is amended by striking ‘‘request
reports’’ and all that follows through the pe-
riod at the end and inserting the following:
‘‘request a report on the competitive factors
involved from the Attorney General. The re-
port shall be furnished not later than 30 cal-
endar days after the date on which it is re-
quested, or not later than 10 calendar days
after such date if the requesting agency ad-
vises the Attorney General that an emer-
gency exists requiring expeditious action.’’.

(b) TIMING OF TRANSACTION.—Section
18(c)(6) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act
(12 U.S.C. 1828(c)(6)) is amended by striking
the third sentence and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘If the agency has advised the Attor-
ney General of the existence of an emergency
requiring expeditious action and has re-
quested a report on the competitive factors
within 10 days, the transaction may not be
consummated before the fifth calendar day
after the date of approval by the agency.’’.

(c) EVALUATION OF COMPETITIVE EFFECT.—
(1) AMENDMENTS TO THE BANK HOLDING COM-

PANY ACT OF 1956.—Section 3(c) of the Bank
Holding Company Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)) is amended—

(A) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(6) EVALUATION OF COMPETITIVE EFFECT.—
The Board may not disapprove of a trans-
action pursuant to paragraph (1)(B) unless
the Board takes into account, to the extent
that data are readily available—

‘‘(A) competition from institutions, other
than depository institutions (as defined in
section 3 of the Federal Deposit Insurance
Act), that provide financial services;

‘‘(B) efficiencies and cost savings that the
transaction may create;

‘‘(C) deposits of the participants in the
transaction that are not derived from the
relevant market;

‘‘(D) the capacity of savings associations
to make small business loans;

‘‘(E) lending by institutions other than de-
pository institutions to small businesses;
and

‘‘(F) such other factors as the Board deems
relevant.’’; and

(B) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘re-
straint or trade’’ and inserting ‘‘restraint of
trade’’.

(2) AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL DEPOSIT
INSURANCE ACT.—Section 18(c)(5) of the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C.
1828(c)(5)) is amended—

(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and
(B) as clauses (i) and (ii), respectively;

(B) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ after ‘‘(5)’’;
(C) by striking ‘‘In every case’’ and insert-

ing the following:
‘‘(B) In every case under this subsection’’;

and
(D) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(C) The responsible agency may not dis-

approve of a transaction pursuant to sub-
paragraph (A), unless the agency takes into
account, to the extent that data are readily
available—

‘‘(i) competition from institutions that
provide financial services;

‘‘(ii) efficiencies and cost savings that the
transaction may create;

‘‘(iii) deposits of the participants in the
transaction that are not derived from the
relevant markets;

‘‘(iv) the capacity of the institutions to
make small business loans;

‘‘(v) lending by institutions other than de-
pository institutions to small businesses;
and

‘‘(vi) such other factors as the responsible
agency deems relevant.’’.

Subtitle D—Miscellaneous
SEC. 1231. FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD BUILD-

INGS.
The 3rd undesignated paragraph of section

10 of the Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 243)
is amended—

(1) by inserting after the 1st sentence the
following new sentence: ‘‘After September 1,
2000, the Board may also use such assess-
ments to acquire, in its own name, a site or
building (in addition to the facilities exist-
ing on such date) to provide for the perform-
ance of the functions of the Board.’’; and

(2) in the sentences following the sentence
added by the amendment made by paragraph
(1) of this section—

(A) by striking ‘‘the site’’ and inserting
‘‘any site’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘or buildings’’ after
‘‘building’’ each place such term appears.
SEC. 1232. POSITIONS OF BOARD OF GOVERNORS

OF FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM ON
THE EXECUTIVE SCHEDULE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—
(1) POSITIONS AT LEVEL I OF THE EXECUTIVE

SCHEDULE.—Section 5312 of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following:

‘‘Chairman, Board of Governors of the Fed-
eral Reserve System.’’.

(2) POSITIONS AT LEVEL II OF THE EXECUTIVE
SCHEDULE.—Section 5313 of title 5, United
States Code, is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘Chairman, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System.’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘Members, Board of Governors of the Fed-

eral Reserve System.’’.
(3) POSITIONS AT LEVEL III OF THE EXECUTIVE

SCHEDULE.—Section 5314 of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Mem-
bers, Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the
amendments made by this section shall take
effect on the first day of the first pay period
for the Chairman and Members of the Board
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System
beginning on or after the date of enactment
of this Act.
SEC. 1233. EXTENSION OF TIME.

Section 6(a)(1) of the Federal Home Loan
Bank Act (12 U.S.C. 1426(a)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘‘1 year’’ and inserting ‘‘18 months’’.

Subtitle E—Technical Corrections
SEC. 1241. TECHNICAL CORRECTION RELATING

TO DEPOSIT INSURANCE FUNDS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2707 of the De-

posit Insurance Funds Act of 1996 (Public
Law 104–208; 110 Stat. 3009–496) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘7(b)(2)(C)’’ and inserting
‘‘7(b)(2)(E)’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘, as redesignated by sec-
tion 2704(d)(6) of this subtitle’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by subsection (a) shall be deemed to
have the same effective date as section 2707
of the Deposit Insurance Funds Act of 1996
(Public Law 104–208; 110 Stat. 3009–496).
SEC. 1242. RULES FOR CONTINUATION OF DE-

POSIT INSURANCE FOR MEMBER
BANKS CONVERTING CHARTERS.

Section 8(o) of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1818(o)) is amended in the
second sentence, by striking ‘‘subsection (d)
of section 4’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (c) or
(d) of section 4’’.
SEC. 1243. AMENDMENTS TO THE REVISED STAT-

UTES OF THE UNITED STATES.
(a) WAIVER OF CITIZENSHIP REQUIREMENT

FOR NATIONAL BANK DIRECTORS.—Section 5146

of the Revised Statutes of the United States
(12 U.S.C. 72) is amended in the first sen-
tence, by inserting before the period ‘‘, and
waive the requirement of citizenship in the
case of not more than a minority of the total
number of directors’’.

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT TO THE REVISED
STATUTES.—Section 329 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States (12 U.S.C. 11) is
amended by striking ‘‘to be interested in any
association issuing national currency under
the laws of the United States’’ and inserting
‘‘to hold an interest in any national bank’’.

(c) REPEAL OF UNNECESSARY CAPITAL AND
SURPLUS REQUIREMENT.—Section 5138 of the
Revised Statutes of the United States (12
U.S.C. 51) is repealed.
SEC. 1244. CONFORMING CHANGE TO THE INTER-

NATIONAL BANKING ACT OF 1978.
Section 4(b) of the International Banking

Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3102(b)) is amended in
the second sentence, by striking paragraph
(1) and by redesignating paragraphs (2)
through (4) as paragraphs (1) through (3), re-
spectively.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Iowa (Mr. LEACH) and the gentleman
from New York (Mr. LAFALCE) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. LEACH).

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. LEACH asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, the amend-
ment being offered today, S. 1452, the
Manufactured Housing Improvement
Act combines a number of important
banking and housing proposals that are
supported in the House on a bipartisan
basis.

With regard to housing, the com-
mittee amendment takes from H.R.
1776, the American Homeowners Act,
which passed the House by a vote of 417
to 8 on April 6. There are also provi-
sions drawn from H.R. 202, Preserving
Affordable Housing for Seniors and
Vulnerable Families into the 21st Cen-
tury, another bipartisan bill designed
to help the elderly and disabled with
their housing needs which passed the
House on September 27 by a strong
vote of 405 to 5.

Let me stress that the housing provi-
sions in this bill are a testament to the
extraordinary work and thoughtfulness
of the gentleman from New York (Mr.
LAZIO), who is the chairman of the sub-
committee, and reflect substantial bi-
partisan input from the minority, par-
ticularly the gentleman from New
York (Mr. LAFALCE) and the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK).

Affordable housing is increasingly
out of the reach for many Americans.
A strong economy has created a situa-
tion where in many parts of the coun-
try the price of housing is simply going
up faster than income levels.

Secondly, although interest rates are
not as high as at other times in our
history, an unprecedented differential
has nevertheless come into being be-
tween inflation and long-term interest
rates, making financing of a home pur-
chase extremely difficult.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH10684 October 24, 2000
Today more than 3 million working

households spend half their income on
housing. Of these, more than 220,000 are
educators, police and public safety offi-
cers. In many cases, these public serv-
ants are precluded, due to high housing
costs, from living in the communities
they serve.
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These are the people who teach our
children and protect our homes and
families. H.R. 1776, for the first time,
creates unique housing opportunities
for these working families who have
been unable to achieve the dream of
owning a home, particularly in the
communities in which they serve.

This bill provides access to low-inter-
est rate loans and 1 percent down pay-
ments on Federal Housing Administra-
tion, FHA, insured mortgages for
teachers and public safety officers. We
also authorize a pilot program to assist
law enforcement officers, including
correctional officers, to purchase
homes in locally designated high crime
areas with no down payment. In this
way, we achieve not only a homeowner-
ship goal but community development
objectives as well.

The provisions included in this bill
from H.R. 202 will help the elderly and
disabled immensely and facilitate the
construction and financing of more fa-
cilities for these populations. Included
are innovative homeownership pro-
grams to empower low-income and dis-
abled recipients of Section 8 housing
assistance to apply that assistance to-
wards buying a home.

The bill also contains important pro-
visions modernizing the Federal manu-
facturing housing regulatory regime,
helps Native Americans and Native Ha-
waiians, and contains many more pro-
visions that will improve our Nation’s
housing and increase homeownership
opportunities.

In legislation, there is never a perfect
agreement. The manufactured housing
provisions, for example, while neither
exactly what the consumers nor indus-
try have advocated, represent a middle
ground that both sides can support.
Manufactured housing is an important
part of America’s housing mosaic. Mod-
ernizing the reform and regulations
governing manufactured housing is
long overdue. It is critical to the econ-
omy to improve the quality and afford-
ability of such housing in the context
of maintaining consumer protection
and safety.

With regard to the banking provi-
sions of the bill, the legislation in-
cludes several provisions that the
House has previously approved this ses-
sion in separate pieces of legislation,
combined with noncontroversial
bipartisanly supported elements of the
regulatory relief package. Many of
these regulatory provisions were con-
tained in H.R. 4364 of the 105th Con-
gress, which the House approved by a
voice vote 2 years ago, and were carried
over this session in legislation intro-
duced in the House by the gentle-

woman from New Jersey (Mrs. ROU-
KEMA), the distinguished chair of our
Subcommittee on Financial Institu-
tions and Consumer Credit, and to her
I extend a great debt of gratitude.

In this package, we are also renew-
ing, some with slight changes, report-
ing requirements by the executive
branch and independent regulators in
some 45 instances, largely as provided
for in legislation passed by the House
last year on a voice vote. Included is
the semiannual report to Congress and
the Federal Reserve Board on the con-
duct of monetary policy.

While the reports being renewed are
deemed important for the oversight
work of the Committee on Banking and
Financial Services, I know of no more
important oversight responsibility of
the Congress than the review of the
Fed’s conducted of monetary policy.

With regard to the Federal Reserve
System, there is one other section of
the bill that deserves note. This is a
section that provides pay parity for
Fed Governors and their cabinet and
subcabinet counterparts.

Let me conclude by thanking all of
those Members and staff on both sides
of the House who have participated in
putting together this legislation before
us today and to thank, in particular,
the ranking member, the gentleman
from New York (Mr. LAFALCE), who has
contributed much to all aspects of this
bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. LAFALCE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, the bill
we are now considering includes not
only the Manufactured Housing Im-
provement Act, largely the House
version, but a number of other initia-
tives that have broad bipartisan sup-
port, including other housing pro-
posals; language reauthorizing the
Humphrey-Hawkins report and other
key consumer and housing reports; and
also some technical changes of impor-
tance to the United States Mint and to
the banking and thrift regulators.

With respect to the housing provi-
sions, this bill includes a number of
provisions with bipartisan support that
have been pulled together from various
homeownership and elderly housing
legislation that has previously passed
the House but been stymied in the Sen-
ate. This bill addresses the challenge of
meeting the affordable housing and
health care needs of our growing elder-
ly population. In particular, I am
pleased that the House is again acting
on my initiative to make FHA reverse
mortgages more affordable when used
to buy long-term care insurance. This
provision has recently been enhanced
by adding a requirement that any long-
term care insurance policy must com-
ply with disclosure, suitability and
contingent nonforfeiture requirements

recently adopted under the National
Association of Insurance Commis-
sioners model regulation in order to
qualify for the lower premium.

The bill also includes a number of
provisions designed to encourage mixed
income, mixed finance elderly housing,
and it increases flexibility for federally
funded service coordinators and pro-
vides more resources to sponsors of ex-
isting elderly housing to make needed
capital repairs.

I am also pleased to see adoption of a
bill I introduced to authorize 1 percent
down FHA loans for teachers, police-
men, and firemen buying a home in
their school district or employing local
jurisdiction on a 3-year demonstration
basis. This strengthens the ties of our
local public servants to their local
communities creating an important
nexus between where teachers and pub-
lic safety officials work and where they
live.

This bill also represents a balanced
resolution of the 3-year efforts to re-
form our manufactured housing legisla-
tion. I would point out that the final
product reflects a number of Democrat
pro-consumer initiatives. For the first
time, we will be establishing a national
Federal installation standard and re-
quiring that there be a dispute resolu-
tion process in each State to ade-
quately address consumer complaints.
With regard to the process of updating
our construction and safety standards,
we have revised the initial legislation
to put HUD back in charge of setting
standards and have balanced the con-
sensus committee process and elimi-
nated its strong role in setting enforce-
ment regulations, as proposed in pre-
vious drafts of this bill.

The provisions in this bill dealing with manu-
factured housing regulation reflect some 3
years of discussions and negotiations that, in
my opinion, have transformed the legislation
from being strongly tilted toward industry to
being a balanced approach which includes two
new, critically important proconsumer initia-
tives.

In April 1998, the majority party in the
House introduced manufactured housing legis-
lation with a worthy goal—that of establishing
a consensus committee to provide rec-
ommendations to HUD to update manufac-
tured housing construction and safety stand-
ards—but drafted with an anticonsumer, pro-
industry slant. Through negotiations over the
last 3 years, Democrats have won major con-
cessions to address concerns expressed by
AARP and other consumer groups. I would
like to briefly compare the original draft to the
revised bill before us today.

The original bill failed to address the fact
that many states have weak, and in some
cases, no installation standards. As a result,
even well-built manufactured homes which are
incorrectly installed can create health and
safety risks, and impose unnecessary costs to
a homeowner that must subsequently make
repairs. At the urging of Democrats, this bill
has been revised to require HUD to develop
and impose model installation standards.
States that wish to have their own installation
standards may continue to do so, as long as
they provide protections comparable to the
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model standards. However, HUD is charged
with enforcing the model standards in those
states that do not have comparable standards.

In addition, the original bill did not include
provisions to address the so-called ‘‘ping
pong’’ effect, in which consumers have dif-
ficulty getting defects repaired, as manufactur-
ers and installers point fingers at each other,
each refusing to take responsibility. The re-
vised bill requires states to order correction of
defects at no cost to the homeowner.

With regard to the main text of the original
bill, the major problem was that it effectively
ceded control of both construction and safety
standards, as well as enforcement regulations,
to an industry-dominated consensus com-
mittee. It did this by giving that committee au-
thority to promulgate regulations, which the
HUD Secretary could reject or modify only if
‘‘implementation of such standard or regulation
would jeopardize public health or safety or is
inconsistent with the purposes of this title.’’

The revised bill restores HUD control and
autonomy over enforcement regulations, lim-
iting the consensus committee role to making
recommendations, which HUD can summarily
reject. With regard to construction and safety
standards, the revised bill removes the provi-
sion under which consensus committee rec-
ommendations could become effective if HUD
took no action on such recommendations with-
in one year.

With regard to the basic purposes of manu-
factured housing regulation, the original bill re-
placed the decades old purposes of reducing
injuries, property damage, and insurance costs
in favor of a mandate ‘‘to promote availability
of affordable manufactured homes.’’ The re-
vised bill reinstates proconsumer purposes
and deletes references to the promotion of in-
dustry.

The original bill created a consensus com-
mittee whose composition of membership was
heavily tilted towards industry. Moreover,
members would have been appointed by a pri-
vate administering organization, with almost
no HUD veto power over such appointments.
In contrast, the revised bill provides for a bal-
anced committee, with one third of the mem-
bers to be from industry, one third from con-
sumer organizations, and one third from a
public interest category. Moreover, the revised
bill gives HUD final authority over the appoint-
ment of individual members.

Finally, unlike the original bill, the revised
bill directs the HUD Secretary to furnish tech-
nical support to consumer representatives on
the consensus committee, upon a showing of
need.

The result is that we have developed a bal-
anced approach to the worthy goal of updating
our manufactured housing construction and
safety standards, while creating two new
proconsumer initiatives designed to make
manufactured housing more safe and more af-
fordable.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to give
special recognition to a number of indi-
viduals who have been extremely help-
ful in promoting this particular aspect
of the legislation: the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. ROEMER), the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. BOSWELL), the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
PRICE), and the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. EVANS).

Finally, the legislation includes a
number of noncontroversial but impor-

tant provisions in the housing area, in-
cluding technical corrections of the
Private Mortgage Insurance Act, Na-
tive Hawaiian housing legislation, Na-
tive American housing legislation, and
a number of rural housing provisions.
The package also contains other impor-
tant initiatives that have had broad bi-
partisan support in our House, includ-
ing, as I said, legislation reauthorizing
the critical Humphrey-Hawkins report
and a number of other important con-
sumer and housing reports that are es-
sential in helping the authorizing com-
mittee shape policy, technical correc-
tions required by the U.S. Mint, and
technical changes intended to remove
some inefficiencies in the bank and
thrift regulatory system.

Both Republicans and Democrats
have played an important role in devel-
oping provisions of the bill before us
today. One might well dispute whether
this legislation should be expanded to
include additional provisions. I think it
should. But I think we have done a
good job of selecting a limited number
of critical noncontroversial provisions
that we ought to enact into law prior
to adjournment.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 31⁄4
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
Jersey (Mrs. ROUKEMA), the distin-
guished chair of the Subcommittee on
Financial Institutions and Consumer
Credit.

Mrs. ROUKEMA. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time, and I rise in strong support
of this legislation. It comprehensively
addresses so many banking issues, in-
cluding important housing provisions
and regulatory burden reduction provi-
sions, as have been very well outlined
by our chairman and by the ranking
member, the gentleman from New York
(Mr. LAFALCE).

I also specifically want to thank the
chairman of the Committee on Bank-
ing and Financial Services for his lead-
ership in bringing these bills to the
floor, this one and the one to follow
today. It is very important.

But let me comment, Mr. Speaker, on
the important regulatory burden relief
provisions of the bill. Congress has a
responsibility and a duty to assure
that the Federal laws and regulations
and the supervisory system promote
the safety and soundness of the bank-
ing system. We are not undermining
that in any way here. That is abso-
lutely protected. But there are unnec-
essary regulatory burdens on which we
have agreed with broad bipartisan sup-
port; and those regulatory burdens, by
their very nature, have had the proven
effect of undermining the ability of
banks to operate efficiently and effec-
tively. I think this bill addresses those
in a very meaningful way.

I am pleased that the bill we are con-
sidering today contains several provi-
sions that were part of the bill. The
chairman recognized my leadership on
H.R. 158, the Depository Institution

Regulatory Streamlining Act, which I
had introduced in Congress. It was
similar to the legislation that was
passed in the 105th Congress but, unfor-
tunately, did not go anyplace. Fortu-
nately, we have focused on this, we are
going to get this passed; and I am
pleased to be here in that regard.

But I also want to strongly support
the issue of the Private Mortgage In-
surance Technical Corrections and
Clarifications included in this legisla-
tion. These provisions will eliminate
the confusion that has resulted from
the implementation of the Homeowners
Protection Act of 1998. In particular,
the bill clarifies cancellation and ter-
mination issues, known as the PMI,
Private Mortgage Insurance, section,
as Congress intended. The clarification
is absolutely necessary.

These provisions mirror legislation
which I introduced, and it mirrors leg-
islation introduced by the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN). And I want to
particularly mention this because I do
not see the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
HANSEN) here today. His leadership
should be commended and recognized
by all of us in terms of this PMI com-
ponent. The bill passed the House on
May 23 of 2000, and I am thankful that
the chairman has continued to recog-
nize the importance of these provi-
sions.

I will say, in conclusion, Mr. Speak-
er, that this bill will create a new door-
way to homeownership for millions of
Americans, as the chairman outlined,
who, under present law, cannot qualify.
I am pleased to be a partner with the
chairman and with the ranking mem-
ber in seeing to it that this legislation
is passed.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support of S.
1452 which comprehensively addresses so
many banking issues, including important
housing provisions and regulatory burden re-
duction provisions as have been outlined by
our chairman. I thank the chairman of the
Banking Committee for his leadership in bring-
ing this bill to the floor. It is necessary that
Congress address these issues this year, and
I urge passage of this bill.

I have been very involved in several of this
legislation’s provisions, and I want to comment
on some of the significant parts of this bill that
will resolve many of these issues once and for
all.

First, I want to comment on the important
regulatory burden relief provisions of the bill.
Congress has a responsibility and duty to as-
sure that the Federal laws and regulations and
the supervisory system promote the safety
and soundness of the banking system. Unnec-
essary regulatory burdens by their very nature
have the effect of undermining the ability of
banks to operate efficiently and effectively.

I am pleased that the bill we are considering
today addresses several provisions that were
part of H.R. 1585, the Depository Institution
Regulatory Streamlining Act, which I intro-
duced this Congress. Many of these provi-
sions were also a part of similar legislation I
introduced and which passed the House in the
105th Congress. These provisions cover a
wide variety of issues, such as removing re-
strictions on the number and term of national
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bank’s board of directors, and permitting expe-
dited processing for certain corporate reorga-
nizations. These issues are really too technical
to elaborate on here, but they are important
and I am pleased that the chairman has in-
cluded them in this legislation.

Second, I strongly support the Private Mort-
gage Insurance Technical Corrections and
Clarifications included in this legislation. These
provisions will eliminate some confusion that
has resulted from implementation of the
Homeowners Protection Act of 1998. In par-
ticular, this bill will clarify cancellation and ter-
mination issues to ensure that homeowners
will be able to cancel private mortgage insur-
ance (‘‘PMI’’) as Congress intended in 1998.
This clarification will particularly be helpful to
those with certain adjustable rate mortgages.
The bill also ensures that ‘‘defined terms’’
such as ‘‘adjustable rate mortgage’’ and ‘‘bal-
loon mortgages’ are used consistently and ap-
propriately. These provisions mirror H.R. 3637,
which I introduced with the chairman and it
mirrors legislation introduced by Mr. HANSEN
of Utah. His leadership should be com-
mended. This bill passed the House May 23,
2000, and I am thankful that the chairman has
continued to recognize the importance of
these provisions and include them in this
piece of legislation. This will create a new
doorway to homeownership for millions of
Americans who under present law can not
qualify.

In summary, I want to express my strong
support for this bill. Again, I thank the chair-
man for his leadership on this legislation in
particular, as well as for his leadership
throughout his term as chairman of the Bank-
ing Committee.

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. FRANK), the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on Hous-
ing and Community Opportunity.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to begin with a
colloquy with the chairman of the full
committee.

Mr. Chairman, as I read this bill, the
manufactured housing legislation
would require the Secretary to ensure
that separate and independent contrac-
tors are retained to carry out moni-
toring and inspection work and any
other work that may be delegated to a
contractor. While the goal of the legis-
lation is to require HUD Secretaries to
use multiple contractors for various
program functions, would the gen-
tleman agree that any HUD Secretary
should not be prevented from consoli-
dating or reconfiguring contracts, in
the event insufficient or inadequate
bids are received by HUD, in order to
carry out its regulatory functions?

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield
to the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. LEACH. I would advise the gen-
tleman that I agree.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, reclaiming my time, I thank
the chairman. That would have been a
terrible anticlimax had he not.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
legislation. It is a product of the legis-
lative process, and it is a product of a

legislative process in a democracy,
which means it is a good bill with some
imperfections. Personally, I would like
to see some changes in the manufac-
tured housing section.

I want to talk about manufactured
housing briefly. Manufactured housing
is a very important housing resource,
particularly for people of limited in-
come. It has not been given the respect
it deserves in our law. This legislation,
on the whole, with regard to the regu-
lation of manufactured housing, the
ability of the manufactured housing in-
dustry to produce the housing, and the
rights of the people who live in it, im-
proves the law in this area. It does not
improve it enough, in my judgment;
but I believe that taken overall, the
provisions in this legislation are better
than existing law. It will be my inten-
tion to work in the future to try to fur-
ther improve it.
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But I do want to stress that this is,
in part, a recognition of the impor-
tance of manufactured housing as a
housing resource, particularly for peo-
ple of moderate incomes; and it also
improves the situation insufficiently,
but improvement is better than the al-
ternative. And I, therefore, support the
bill.

I appreciate the chairman’s acknowl-
edging, particularly in this colloquy,
that we do intend to give HUD some
flexibility in carrying this out.

There are other important provisions
in the bill. There are provisions that do
not on the whole commit new resources
to housing. Let me say, I regret that
we were not able to work that out.
There were in many quarters, both
here and in the other body, people will-
ing to add some funds for the produc-
tion of housing. But in the constraints
of the legislative process, we did not
get the unanimity that we needed for
that.

I want to express my appreciation to
those on both sides of the aisle and
both sides of the building who were in-
terested in that.

I hope that no matter who is in con-
trol of this place next year and no mat-
ter who is the President, we will ad-
dress the important issue of housing
production. We have a housing crisis in
this country. We have an economy that
is booming and has helped many peo-
ple. But it does not help everybody
equally, and some people are not
helped at all.

There are many people in this coun-
try who are living in areas where some
have prospered in this new economy
and they have not, and the result has
been an exacerbation of a housing cri-
sis from which they suffer. I think we
have an obligation morally, and it
makes sense economically, to help
with the production of housing.

Indeed, many parts of the country,
including the one I represent, the high
cost of housing and lack of afford-
ability becomes a problem in trying to
employ public employees. One of the

things we have in this bill is an effort
to deal with the stress that has been
placed financially on public employees
who are expected to live in a certain
community but cannot afford to live
there because of these trends. It also
becomes a problem for employers. It
becomes a problem in trying to get a
rational distribution of employees.

So I again note that this bill has
some good things in it, but the thing
that it has in it involves flexibility in
the use of existing resources. Those are
important, and I am glad to be sup-
portive of the bill that provides them,
but they leave undone the important
task of getting into a production pro-
gram. And I look forward to our being
able to do that next year.

I was pleased in the conversations
that went on around the appropriations
bill and this bill to see a number of
people agreeing that it is time to get
back into a flexible and thoughtful
housing production program to help
with the affordability crisis, and I look
forward to us being able to work on
that together next year.

There are provisions in this bill that
also deal with the problems of people
who live in subsidized housing and
whose owners use provisions of the law
that have been put in years ago that
were pretty dumb provisions, but none
of us here voted for them and so we
were stuck with them. It allows people
who owned housing and who benefited
from Federal subsidies, now as the
economy has changed and as the areas
that they have their housing has
changed, to throw out in effect the sub-
sidized tenants, to turn affordable
housing into unaffordable housing.

This bill has some provisions that
further help the tenant. Unfortunately,
we will lose some of those units even-
tually when the tenants move out or
move on. But this bill does do some-
thing to help. And, therefore, overall,
despite the gaps, it is very much worth
supporting.

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER).

(Mr. BEREUTER asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the chairman for yielding me
the time.

Mr. Speaker, along with many of this
Member’s colleagues on the committee,
this Member has a long history of initi-
ating and supporting measures which
promote homeownership. This bill is
another substantial step toward this
and other worthy ends.

This Member would particularly like
to express his appreciation to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Iowa (Mr.
LEACH), chairman of the committee,
and the distinguished gentleman from
New York (Mr. LAFALCE), the ranking
minority member, and the distin-
guished gentleman from New York (Mr.
LAZIO) and the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. FRANK).
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The legislation contains many of the

same provisions that were in the Amer-
ican Homeownership and Economic Op-
portunity Act, H.R. 1776, which passed
the House by a vote of 417–8 on April 6
of this year with this Member’s sup-
port. Unfortunately, the other body has
yet to act on that legislation.

Now, for most Americans, the biggest
and most important investment they
make is to purchase a home. Home-
ownership gives an individual or family
a sense of pride in themselves, their
home, as well as their community. This
legislation advances the opportunity
for homeownership by Americans
across the entire country.

Mr. Speaker, the following are, in
this Member’s opinion, among others,
six significant provisions of S. 1452,
which this Member would emphasize.

One, this legislation allows families
to use their Federal monthly assist-
ance as resources for a housing down
payment.

Two, this legislation would allow
borrowers of the Rural Housing Service
single-family loans to refinance either
an existing section 502 direct or guar-
anteed loan to a new section 502 guar-
anteed loan providing the interest rate
is at least equal or lower than the cur-
rent interest rate being refinanced and
the same home is used as security.

This Member supports this legisla-
tion as it utilizes the RHS section 502
program. In particular, this loan guar-
antee program, which was first author-
ized because of this Member’s initia-
tive but with the energetic support of
my colleagues and the chairman, has
been very effective in bringing home-
ownership opportunities for non-metro-
politan communities by guaranteeing
loans made by approved lenders to low-
and moderate-income households.

In particular, since its inception as a
pilot program in 1991, the section 502
program has facilitated over $10.2 bil-
lion in lending in non-metropolitan
areas, with a very low default rate.
This translates into 151,000 loans to
families thus far.

Third, this legislation extends the
grandfather status until the 2010 census
for similarly situated cities nationwide
like Norfolk, Nebraska, in my district,
or several cities in Texas and a limited
number of other communities, to con-
tinue to be able to use the USDA Rural
Housing Service programs. The current
grandfather clause until the 2000 cen-
sus needs to be extended.

Fourth, this legislation also includes
a permanent authorization of section
184, the Native American Loan Guar-
antee program, which again this Mem-
ber had something to do with along
with his colleagues.

A very conservative estimate would
suggest that the section 184 program
should annually facilitate over $72 mil-
lion in guaranteed loans for privately
financed homes for Indian families liv-
ing on reservations who in reality
would have no other alternative due to
the trust status of Indian reservation
land.

Fifth, a provision is included in the
act which would create the Indian
Lands Title Report Commission to ap-
prove the procedure by which the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs conducts title re-
views in connection with the sale of In-
dian lands. This provision is identical
to a bill that this Member introduced
earlier in this Congress.

Moreover, this Commission should fa-
cilitate the section 184 program to ben-
efit additional Native Americans in
purchasing homes.

I would say to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. LAFALCE) that I learned
just a few minutes ago that he had
some concern about the way the com-
mission was appointed and rec-
ommended. I would just vouch and
pledge that I will work with the gen-
tleman in finding an equitable solution
on that issue. I was unaware of the con-
tent in that particular provision.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. LAFALCE).

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I assure
the gentleman that in the next Con-
gress I will consult with the minority
before appointing Members.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, whatever the case
may be, we will work on it together.

Sixth, this Member is pleased that,
as a matter of equity, S. 1452 extends
Native American housing assistance to
Native Hawaiians. In particular, it ap-
plies the Section 184 Loan Guarantee
program to those American citizens
who would reside on the Hawaiian
homelands.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, this Member,
because of the many provisions that re-
late to housing and many other rea-
sons, would encourage his colleagues to
vote in support of S. 1452.

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BENTSEN) will be managing
the next banking bill. So this will be
the last banking bill that the chairman
of the full committee and I will be
managing together.

I want to take this opportunity to
say that it has been my pleasure to
serve with the gentleman for 24 years.
I have been in Congress 26 years. In all
that time, I have never had a finer
chairman, there is no question about
it, with respect to knowledge, dedica-
tion, integrity, perseverance, tenacity.
And the world should know it. He has
been a great chairman. It has been a
pleasure and an honor to serve with
him.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. ROEMER).

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my good friend, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BENTSEN), for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, first of all I want to
join in praising the bipartisan bill to
help improve affordable housing oppor-
tunities in the American dream for
more and more Americans.

I have a number of employees and
employers in the manufactured hous-

ing industry in my State of Indiana,
and one in four of every new homes
built in America is a manufactured
home.

At the same time that we hear that
very important statistic, we look down
this street, down Pennsylvania Avenue
at HUD, and we have not updated the
code to treat those homes in a fair
manner with consumer and homeowner
perspectives in mind in over 25 years.
It is high time that this body in a bi-
partisan way recognize the great qual-
ity homes that are manufactured in
this country, recognize that these
homes have changed dramatically over
the last 20 years; many of them now
two stories with wrap-around decks
and porches, basements. We cannot tell
by looking at them from the street
that they are manufactured housing.

Still, we have not worked enough in
a bipartisan way until the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. LEACH), the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK), and
the gentleman from New York (Mr. LA-
FALCE) have finally put this bill to-
gether. So I strongly applaud those ef-
forts to bring this bill to the floor. I
hope, Mr. Speaker, that this bill will be
passed by the Senate and that we do
not go another year on top of the 25
and 26 years that we have waited for
consumers and homeowners, for people
all across this country, to see a mod-
ernization and an updating in the code
for these houses to make sure that
they are safe, to make sure they reflect
the needs and concerns of homeowners
today.

So I want to again applaud the chair-
man for bringing this bill today, in Oc-
tober, to the floor. We hope that the
Senate will take this up and pass it,
and we hope that we will be able to see
HUD develop these new regulations and
codes so that more and more Ameri-
cans can achieve the dream of home-
ownership.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of S.
1452, the Manufactured Housing Improvement
Act. I want to commend Chairman JIM LEACH,
Ranking Member JOHN LAFALCE, Representa-
tive BARNEY FRANK and HUD Secretary An-
drew Cuomo, for their hard work in developing
this bill.

This is a bipartisan bill which has the sup-
port of the manufactured housing industry, the
Administration, and major consumer groups,
including the AARP. It has taken a lot of time
and effort to get to this point. They deserve
credit for their hard work.

This legislation is long overdue. It has been
25 years since the federal regulations gov-
erning the manufactured housing industry
have been updated. Since that time, the in-
dustry has undergone tremendous changes. It
is important that the federal regulations be up-
dated to keep pace with these changes.

For example, there are more than 150 pro-
posed changes to construction and safety
standards currently pending at HUD. Some of
these are more than five years old. This kind
of backlog is not beneficial to either the manu-
facturers or the purchasers of these homes. S.
1452 provides for the creation of a consensus
committee, made up of industry, government
and consumer representatives, to streamline
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the review process and ensure that proper
standards are in place and effectively updated
and enforced. This is a major step forward.

I would point out that manufactured housing
is a key to home ownership in America. Al-
most one of every four new homes in America
is a manufactured house. This is the preferred
choice for a growing number of Americans, in-
cluding first-time homebuyers, young families
and senior citizens. At a time when more than
5.3 million Americans pay over 50% of their
income in rent, an affordable manufactured
home is an attractive option which we should
be encouraging.

I am very proud to represent a district that
is home to much of the manufactured housing
industry. In fact, this industry employs some
20,000 people in Indiana and has a total eco-
nomic impact of nearly $3 billion per year.

Mr. Speaker, I have visited many of the fac-
tories in my district and seen firsthand the re-
markable progress which this industry has
made over the years in the design, layout and
style of homes. Clearly, this industry is com-
mitted to innovation, safety and affordability.
We need to do our share at the federal level
to work with the manufactured industry, and to
support the growing number of Americans who
desire to purchase their own home. I urge my
colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my distin-
guished friend. And would I recip-
rocate. I cannot think of a finer indi-
vidual to work with on this committee.

I would just like to conclude with
two quick observations. One, this bill,
at the leadership of the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER), in-
cludes some of the most important Na-
tive American housing initiatives ever
before the Congress.

It also includes a provision by the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. GREEN)
that will allow police officers who
choose to live in high-crime areas ac-
cess to FHA, no-down-payment provi-
sions for housing.

Mr. Speaker, I believe this is a very
solid consensus bill, and I would urge
its adoption.

Mr. RILEY. Mr. Speaker, today I rise in
praise of my colleagues on the House Banking
Committee, particularly Chairman LEACH, and
Mr. LAZIO, for their work on legislation to bring
long-awaited reforms to the overall housing in-
dustry. On the whole, I believe that S. 1452 is
a bill with which we can all be satisfied.

I am pleased to see that several compo-
nents of H.R. 1776, the Housing and Eco-
nomic Opportunity Act, have been included in
the Senate legislation. My friends on both
sides of the aisle may recall that earlier this
year we worked together in passing H.R. 1776
by a resounding vote of 417 to 8.

I do, however, take issue with an omission
that may ultimately effect the number of fami-
lies who are able to realize the American
Dream of homeownership. The provision omit-
ted from S. 1452 is Section 102 of H.R. 1776,
requiring the Federal Government to perform a
housing impact analysis before issuing any
new regulations. The impact analysis would
determine whether the proposed regulations
would have a negative effect on affordable

housing. In the context of Section 102, ‘‘signifi-
cant’’ is any increase in overall consumer
housing costs by more than $100,000,000
each year. This section of the bill would also
permit the private sector to offer an alternative
plan to the proposed regulations if such a plan
would lessen any negative effect on home-
ownership cost.

The excluded section would have required a
housing impact analysis be performed to alert
federal agencies and the general public as to
the impact that such regulations may have on
housing affordability. Such analysis would help
bring down the cost of a home by minimizing
those regulations obstructing the purchase of
a home. The housing impact analysis address-
es this issue by requiring the Federal govern-
ment to perform an ‘‘internal check’’ of sorts.
This internal check would effectively ensure
that more people would have access to home-
ownership.

Mr. Speaker, I see this internal check as a
positive step and I am concerned that such a
positive step—which was supported by 417 of
my colleagues here in the House—was not in-
cluded in the legislation before us today. I sin-
cerely hope that this concept does not die with
the closing of the 106th Congress, but is reex-
amined next year, in the formative months of
the 107th.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to voice
my support for S. 1452. This legislation con-
tains many provisions that will have a positive
impact on homeownership and ensure that
housing is affordable for more Americans. As
a former Member of the Housing Sub-
committee, I know how hard my friend Chair-
man RICK LAZIO has worked with Members of
the House and Senate to bring this legislation
to the floor today.

Mr. Speaker, S. 1452 contains many of the
provisions of legislation originally passed by
the House, H.R. 1776, the ‘‘Housing and Eco-
nomic Opportunity Act’’. I was proud to man-
age the Rule that enabled the bill to be
passed by the House by an overwhelming
margin.

One important provision of this legislation is
the Law Enforcement Officer Homeownership
Pilot Program that assists law enforcement of-
ficers in purchasing a home in a locally des-
ignated high-crime area. Specifically, the pro-
gram would enable law enforcement officers to
include the downpayment, closing costs and
origination fee in the loan amount. I strongly
support this provision and believe that it will
help make our communities safer for our chil-
dren.

I do regret, however, that Section 102 of
H.R. 1776 was not included in S. 1452. This
section would require that the Federal Govern-
ment perform a housing impact analysis be-
fore it issues new regulations. Such an anal-
ysis would make it more difficult to implement
regulations that would impose a significant
cost to consumers who wish to buy homes.
Furthermore, the private sector would have
the opportunity to offer alternative regulations
if the government-created regulations exceed-
ed a certain cost.

Although this section was not included in an
attempt to reach consensus on the overall leg-
islation, the Republican-led Congress and my-
self remain committed to stopping burden-
some regulations as they are proposed by
government agencies.

Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to commend Chairman LEACH and Ranking

Member LAFALCE for their tireless work on
moving legislation that brings some much-
needed reforms to the housing and banking
industries. S. 1452, the American Homeowner-
ship and Economic Opportunity Act, is for the
most part valuable legislation that deserves
our support.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, our economy
continues its record expansion, and our nation
has achieved its highest homeownership rate
in its history. The 1993 Budget Act helped to
form the foundation on which these accom-
plishments have been built. The budget poli-
cies outlined in that law have contributed to
record budget surpluses, lower interest and
mortgage rates, more than seven years of ro-
bust economic growth, and record levels of
consumer confidence. Despite our successes,
significant numbers of households are still pre-
cluded from sharing in the benefits of home-
ownership. S. 1452 addresses many of these
inequities.

Specifically, S. 1452 contains many provi-
sions of H.R. 1776, legislation previously
passed by the House in April by an over-
whelming, bipartisan vote of 417 to 8. Like
H.R. 1776, S. 1452 will increase homeowner-
ship opportunities for all Americans, enhance
access to affordable housing for low- and
moderate-income individuals, and expand eco-
nomic opportunity for underserved commu-
nities. It will also help schoolteachers, police
officers, and firefighters to purchase homes in
the jurisdiction that employs them with re-
duced downpayments in addition to restruc-
turing and streamlining manufactured housing
standards. Furthermore, it will allow elderly
homeowners to refinance their reverse mort-
gages while establishing consumer protections
to shield them against fraud or abuse. Finally,
S. 1452 contains language to reauthorize nu-
merous reports by federal banking regulators,
some regulatory relief for financial institutions,
and provisions to improve financial contract
netting in bankruptcy cases.

Although S. 1452 is a good beginning, we
still need to do more to encourage economic
investments in underserved communities. After
all, increased homeownership rates often flow
from increased prosperity. That is why I hope
that before the 106th Congress completes its
work we will pass the Administration’s New
Markets Initiative and the Speaker’s Commu-
nity Renewal proposal. This legislation passed
the House in July on a strong, overwhelming,
and bipartisan vote of 394 to 27. This program
includes tax credits and guaranteed loans for
private firms to invest in targeted communities
and small businesses.

When the House considers the Community
Renewal and New Markets Act of 2000, I also
hope that it will include the text of H.R. 4314,
Anthracite Region Redevelopment Act of
2000. This legislation, which has the bipartisan
support of the four Members of Congress who
represent the anthracite coal region in Eastern
Pennsylvania, will provide interest-free capital
by authorizing a qualified entity to issue spe-
cial tax credit bonds. Proceeds from the sale
of the bonds will then be used to fund com-
prehensive environmental restoration and eco-
nomic development of the twelve counties
making up the anthracite coal region of Penn-
sylvania.

Additionally, while I am pleased that S. 1452
contains several important components of
H.R. 1776 as well as other needed reforms,
one particular omission concerns me. Unfortu-
nately, this omission may ultimately have an
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effect on the number of families who will real-
ize the dream of homeownership.

One provision not included in S. 1452 is
Section 102 of H.R. 1776. Section 102, as my
colleagues may recall, would require federal
agencies to perform a housing impact analysis
before issuing new regulations. The impact
analysis would determine if a significant nega-
tive impact on affordable housing would result
from those new regulations. We would define
‘‘significant’’ as increasing consumers’ housing
costs by more than $100 million per year. Fur-
ther, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1776 stipulates that
the private sector would have an opportunity
to submit an alternative to the proposed regu-
lation if it would have less of a negative im-
pact on the cost of homeownership.

As with the other provisions in Title I of H.R.
1776, the goal of the housing impact analysis
is to alert federal agencies and the general
public of the effects of a regulation on housing
affordability. Ultimately, the objective would
help lower the cost of a home by minimizing
regulations that pose a barrier to homeowner-
ship. The housing impact analysis addresses
this issue by requiring the federal government
to perform an ‘‘internal check’’ of sorts in an
attempt to discern whether the agency might
construct the rule in a better way that would
not lock some individuals out of homeowner-
ship.

Mr. Speaker, I view this internal check as a
positive action, and I am concerned that we
excluded this worthy provision, a provision 417
of my colleagues supported, from the bill that
comes before us today. although this legisla-
tive provision will die with the closing of the
106th Congress, I hope that we can revive this
concept next year, with the commencement of
the 107th Congress.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, S. 1452 is a solid
piece of legislation that helps more people be-
come homeowners in very innovative ways.
Because increased homeownership rates
strengthen communities, I support S. 1452
and encourage my colleagues to vote for its
passage.

Mr. EHRLICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
commend the hard work of House Banking
Committee Chairman JIM LEACH and the
Housing and Community Opportunity Sub-
committee Chairman RICK LAZIO on moving
legislation (S. 1452) that will bring much-need-
ed reform to the housing industry in the United
States.

I am particularly pleased that several provi-
sions of H.R. 1776, the Housing and Eco-
nomic Opportunity Act, have been included in
the legislation we consider before us today.
There is, however, one provision of H.R. 1776
that is important to removing barriers to home-
ownership which has been excluded.

The provision omitted from S. 1452, which
was previously contained in the bipartisan-
supported H.R. 1776, requires the Federal
government to perform a housing impact anal-
ysis before it issues new regulations. This
commonsense provision is consistent with my
philosophy of reducing and avoiding excessive
government regulations. In short, the housing
impact analysis determines if a significant neg-
ative impact on affordable housing would re-
sult from the proposed housing regulation, and
provides the private sector an opportunity to
submit an alternative to the proposed regula-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I view this provision as a re-
sponsible and fair method of minimizing the

unnecessary impact of federal regulations and
as an opportunity for the private sector to pro-
vide more input to their government regu-
lators. Accordingly, I rise in strong support of
S. 1452 with the hope that this provision to re-
duce government regulation and prevent bar-
riers to affordable housing is reconsidered dur-
ing the 107th Congress.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of S. 1452, the American Homeownership
and Economic Opportunity Act of 2000. This
important legislation contains numerous provi-
sions that will help low- and moderate-income
Americans purchase their own home.

Two provisions in this bill are particularly im-
portant to my District. The first allows the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development
to provide enhanced Section 8 vouchers to
tenants living in buildings where the owner
opted out of the program prior to 1995. There
are a number of these developments around
the nation, including one in my District, where
tenants are at risk of being forced from their
homes because of large rent increases. This
important step will allow these residents to
stay in their homes without the constant threat
of eviction.

The second provision has already passed
this House as part of H.R. 1776 earlier this
year, but I am especially pleased that it is in-
cluded in this legislation as well. It is esti-
mated that more than 1.5 million children are
being raised by their grandparents or other rel-
atives because of divorce, death, or other cir-
cumstances. Many of these families live in
public or subsidized housing in both urban and
rural communities, although their unique
needs may not be best served in these situa-
tions.

A group in my District, Boston Aging Con-
cerns/Young and Old United, has developed
the first affordable housing in the country de-
signed specifically for grandparents raising
their grandchildren. This innovative develop-
ment, called the Grandfamilies House, has a
playground, computer learning center, and
after-school programs to serve the children, as
well as service coordinators, and exercise
classes for the elderly residents.

The provision included in this bill will give
non-profit groups greater flexibility with HOME
and Section 8 funds so that more of these de-
velopments can be built. The staff of the
Grandfamilies House has already had inquiries
from groups across the country interested in
developing similar projects. It is my hope that
enactment of this legislation will help create
new housing opportunities for these families.

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of S. 1452, the Manufactured Housing
Improvement Act. I want to commend Chair-
man JIM LEACH, Ranking Member JOHN LA-
FALCE, Representative BARNEY FRANK and
HUD Secretary Andrew Cuomo, for their hard
work in developing this bill.

This is a bipartisan bill which has the sup-
port of the manufactured housing industry, the
Administration, and major consumer groups,
including the AARP. It has taken a lot of time
and effort to get to this point. They deserve
credit for their hard work.

This legislation is long overdue. It has been
25 years since the federal regulations gov-
erning the manufactured housing industry
have been updated. Since that time, the in-
dustry has undergone tremendous changes. It
is important that the federal regulations be up-
dated to keep pace with these changes.

For example, there are more than 150 pro-
posed changes to construction and safety
standards currently pending at HUD. Some of
these are more than five years old. This kind
of backlog is not beneficial to either the manu-
facturers or the purchasers of these homes. S.
1452 provides for the creation of a consensus
committee, made up of industry, government
and consumer representatives, to streamline
the review process and ensure that proper
standards are in place and effectively updated
and enforced.

I would point out that manufactured housing
is a key to homeownership in America. Almost
one of every four new homes in America is a
manufactured house. This is the preferred
choice for a growing number of Americans, in-
cluding first-time homebuyers, young families
and senior citizens. At a time when more than
5.3 million Americans pay over 50 percent of
their income in rent, an affordable manufac-
tured home is an attractive option which we
should be encouraging.

I am very proud to represent a District that
is home to much of the manufactured housing
industry. In fact, this industry employs some
20,000 people in Indiana and has a total eco-
nomic impact of nearly $3 billion per year.

Mr. Speaker, I have visited many of the fac-
tories in my district and seen firsthand the re-
markable progress which this industry has
made over the years in the design, layout and
style of homes. Clearly, this industry is com-
mitted to innovation, safety and affordability.
We need to do our share at the federal level
to work with the manufactured industry, and to
support the growing number of Americans who
desire to purchase their own home. I urge my
colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. GARY MILLER of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise because I am concerned that we left
an important provision out of S. 1452. The
provision that has been omitted from S. 1452
is Section 102 of H.R. 1776, which requires
the Federal government to perform a ‘‘housing
impact analysis’’ before it issues new regula-
tions.

My district has shortage of affordable hous-
ing, and housing prices are only increasing to
the point where less and less people can af-
ford a home. Supply is not keeping up with
demand, and as a result, many of the people
in my district and throughout the nation suffer.
This problem hits my lower income constitu-
ents the hardest.

That is why I supported creating a ‘‘housing
impact analysis,’’ which would determine if a
significant negative impact on affordable hous-
ing would result from new government regula-
tions. The purpose of the ‘‘housing impact
analysis’’ would be to alert local and federal
decision makers to how federal regulations
would impact the affordability of housing. I
strongly believe that an analysis on the cost of
regulation would be a critical tool to help con-
trol the rising cost of housing in my district,
and throughout the country.

I know affordable housing is a key issue for
many of my colleagues. I anticipate working
on the concept of a ‘‘housing impact analysis’’
as we look forward to the 107th Congress.

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Iowa (Mr. LEACH) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the Senate bill,
S. 1452, as amended.
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The question was taken; and (two-

thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill, as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The title of the Senate bill was
amended so as to read:

‘‘A bill to expand homeownership in the
United States, and for other purposes.’’.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on S.
1452.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

f

FINANCIAL CONTRACT NETTING
IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2000

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1161) to revise the banking and
bankruptcy insolvency laws with re-
spect to the termination and netting of
financial contracts, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1161

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Financial Con-
tract Netting Improvement Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 2. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN AGREEMENTS

BY CONSERVATORS OR RECEIVERS
OF INSURED DEPOSITORY INSTITU-
TIONS.

(a) DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED FINANCIAL CON-
TRACT.—Section 11(e)(8)(D)(i) of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)(D)(i))
is amended by inserting ‘‘, resolution or order’’
after ‘‘any similar agreement that the Corpora-
tion determines by regulation’’.

(b) DEFINITION OF SECURITIES CONTRACT.—
Section 11(e)(8)(D)(ii) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)(D)(ii)) is
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(ii) SECURITIES CONTRACT.—The term ‘securi-
ties contract’—

‘‘(I) means a contract for the purchase, sale,
or loan of a security, a certificate of deposit, a
mortgage loan, or any interest in a mortgage
loan, a group or index of securities, certificates
of deposit, or mortgage loans or interests therein
(including any interest therein or based on the
value thereof) or any option on any of the fore-
going, including any option to purchase or sell
any such security, certificate of deposit, loan,
interest, group or index, or option;

‘‘(II) does not include any purchase, sale, or
repurchase obligation under a participation in a
commercial mortgage loan unless the Corpora-
tion determines by regulation, resolution, or
order to include any such agreement within the
meaning of such term;

‘‘(III) means any option entered into on a na-
tional securities exchange relating to foreign
currencies;

‘‘(IV) means the guarantee by or to any secu-
rities clearing agency of any settlement of cash,
securities, certificates of deposit, mortgage loans
or interests therein, group or index of securities,
certificates of deposit, or mortgage loans or in-
terests therein (including any interest therein or

based on the value thereof) or option on any of
the foregoing, including any option to purchase
or sell any such security, certificate of deposit,
loan, interest, group or index, or option;

‘‘(V) means any margin loan;
‘‘(VI) means any other agreement or trans-

action that is similar to any agreement or trans-
action referred to in this clause;

‘‘(VII) means any combination of the agree-
ments or transactions referred to in this clause;

‘‘(VIII) means any option to enter into any
agreement or transaction referred to in this
clause;

‘‘(IX) means a master agreement that provides
for an agreement or transaction referred to in
subclause (I), (III), (IV), (V), (VI), (VII), or
(VIII), together with all supplements to any
such master agreement, without regard to
whether the master agreement provides for an
agreement or transaction that is not a securities
contract under this clause, except that the mas-
ter agreement shall be considered to be a securi-
ties contract under this clause only with respect
to each agreement or transaction under the mas-
ter agreement that is referred to in subclause (I),
(III), (IV), (V), (VI), (VII), or (VIII); and

‘‘(X) means any security agreement or ar-
rangement or other credit enhancement related
to any agreement or transaction referred to in
this clause.’’.

(c) DEFINITION OF COMMODITY CONTRACT.—
Section 11(e)(8)(D)(iii) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)(D)(iii)) is
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(iii) COMMODITY CONTRACT.—The term ‘com-
modity contract’ means—

‘‘(I) with respect to a futures commission mer-
chant, a contract for the purchase or sale of a
commodity for future delivery on, or subject to
the rules of, a contract market or board of trade;

‘‘(II) with respect to a foreign futures commis-
sion merchant, a foreign future;

‘‘(III) with respect to a leverage transaction
merchant, a leverage transaction;

‘‘(IV) with respect to a clearing organization,
a contract for the purchase or sale of a com-
modity for future delivery on, or subject to the
rules of, a contract market or board of trade
that is cleared by such clearing organization, or
commodity option traded on, or subject to the
rules of, a contract market or board of trade
that is cleared by such clearing organization;

‘‘(V) with respect to a commodity options
dealer, a commodity option;

‘‘(VI) any other agreement or transaction that
is similar to any agreement or transaction re-
ferred to in this clause;

‘‘(VII) any combination of the agreements or
transactions referred to in this clause;

‘‘(VIII) any option to enter into any agree-
ment or transaction referred to in this clause;

‘‘(IX) a master agreement that provides for an
agreement or transaction referred to in sub-
clause (I), (II), (III), (IV), (V), (VI), (VII), or
(VIII), together with all supplements to any
such master agreement, without regard to
whether the master agreement provides for an
agreement or transaction that is not a com-
modity contract under this clause, except that
the master agreement shall be considered to be a
commodity contract under this clause only with
respect to each agreement or transaction under
the master agreement that is referred to in sub-
clause (I), (II), (III), (IV), (V), (VI), (VII), or
(VIII); or

‘‘(X) any security agreement or arrangement
or other credit enhancement related to any
agreement or transaction referred to in this
clause.’’.

(d) DEFINITION OF FORWARD CONTRACT.—Sec-
tion 11(e)(8)(D)(iv) of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)(D)(iv)) is amended
to read as follows:

‘‘(iv) FORWARD CONTRACT.—The term ‘forward
contract’ means—

‘‘(I) a contract (other than a commodity con-
tract) for the purchase, sale, or transfer of a
commodity or any similar good, article, service,

right, or interest which is presently or in the fu-
ture becomes the subject of dealing in the for-
ward contract trade, or product or byproduct
thereof, with a maturity date more than 2 days
after the date the contract is entered into, in-
cluding a repurchase transaction, reverse repur-
chase transaction, consignment, lease, swap,
hedge transaction, deposit, loan, option, allo-
cated transaction, unallocated transaction, or
any other similar agreement;

‘‘(II) any combination of agreements or trans-
actions referred to in subclauses (I) and (III);

‘‘(III) any option to enter into any agreement
or transaction referred to in subclause (I) or
(II);

‘‘(IV) a master agreement that provides for an
agreement or transaction referred to in sub-
clause (I), (II), or (III), together with all supple-
ments to any such master agreement, without
regard to whether the master agreement pro-
vides for an agreement or transaction that is not
a forward contract under this clause, except
that the master agreement shall be considered to
be a forward contract under this clause only
with respect to each agreement or transaction
under the master agreement that is referred to
in subclause (I), (II), or (III); or

‘‘(V) any security agreement or arrangement
or other credit enhancement related to any
agreement or transaction referred to in sub-
clause (I), (II), (III), or (IV).’’.

(e) DEFINITION OF REPURCHASE AGREEMENT.—
Section 11(e)(8)(D)(v) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)(D)(v)) is
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(v) REPURCHASE AGREEMENT.—The term ‘re-
purchase agreement’ (which definition also ap-
plies to the term ‘reverse repurchase agree-
ment’)—

‘‘(I) means an agreement, including related
terms, which provides for the transfer of 1 or
more certificates of deposit, mortgage-related se-
curities (as such term is defined in the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934), mortgage loans, interests
in mortgage-related securities or mortgage loans,
eligible bankers’ acceptances, qualified foreign
government securities or securities that are di-
rect obligations of, or that are fully guaranteed
by, the United States or any agency of the
United States against the transfer of funds by
the transferee of such certificates of deposit, eli-
gible bankers’ acceptances, securities, loans, or
interests with a simultaneous agreement by such
transferee to transfer to the transferor thereof
certificates of deposit, eligible bankers’ accept-
ances, securities, loans, or interests as described
above, at a date certain not later than 1 year
after such transfers or on demand, against the
transfer of funds, or any other similar agree-
ment;

‘‘(II) does not include any repurchase obliga-
tion under a participation in a commercial mort-
gage loan unless the Corporation determines by
regulation, resolution, or order to include any
such participation within the meaning of such
term;

‘‘(III) means any combination of agreements
or transactions referred to in subclauses (I) and
(IV);

‘‘(IV) means any option to enter into any
agreement or transaction referred to in sub-
clause (I) or (III);

‘‘(V) means a master agreement that provides
for an agreement or transaction referred to in
subclause (I), (III), or (IV), together with all
supplements to any such master agreement,
without regard to whether the master agreement
provides for an agreement or transaction that is
not a repurchase agreement under this clause,
except that the master agreement shall be con-
sidered to be a repurchase agreement under this
subclause only with respect to each agreement
or transaction under the master agreement that
is referred to in subclause (I), (III), or (IV); and

‘‘(VI) means any security agreement or ar-
rangement or other credit enhancement related
to any agreement or transaction referred to in
subclause (I), (III), (IV), or (V).
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For purposes of this clause, the term ‘qualified
foreign government security’ means a security
that is a direct obligation of, or that is fully
guaranteed by, the central government of a
member of the Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development (as determined by
regulation or order adopted by the appropriate
Federal banking authority).’’.

(f) DEFINITION OF SWAP AGREEMENT.—Section
11(e)(8)(D)(vi) of the Federal Deposit Insurance
Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)(D)(vi)) is amended to
read as follows:

‘‘(vi) SWAP AGREEMENT.—The term ‘swap
agreement’ means—

‘‘(I) any agreement, including the terms and
conditions incorporated by reference in any
such agreement, which is an interest rate swap,
option, future, or forward agreement, including
a rate floor, rate cap, rate collar, cross-currency
rate swap, and basis swap; a spot, same day-to-
morrow, tomorrow-next, forward, or other for-
eign exchange or precious metals agreement; a
currency swap, option, future, or forward agree-
ment; an equity index or equity swap, option,
future, or forward agreement; a debt index or
debt swap, option, future, or forward agree-
ment; a credit spread or credit swap, option, fu-
ture, or forward agreement; a commodity index
or commodity swap, option, future, or forward
agreement; or a weather swap, weather deriva-
tive, or a weather option;

‘‘(II) any agreement or transaction similar to
any other agreement or transaction referred to
in this clause that is presently, or in the future
becomes, regularly entered into in the swap
market (including terms and conditions incor-
porated by reference in such agreement) and
that is a forward, swap, future, or option on 1
or more rates, currencies, commodities, equity
securities or other equity instruments, debt secu-
rities or other debt instruments, or economic in-
dices or measures of economic risk or value;

‘‘(III) any combination of agreements or
transactions referred to in this clause;

‘‘(IV) any option to enter into any agreement
or transaction referred to in this clause;

‘‘(V) a master agreement that provides for an
agreement or transaction referred to in sub-
clause (I), (II), (III), or (IV), together with all
supplements to any such master agreement,
without regard to whether the master agreement
contains an agreement or transaction that is not
a swap agreement under this clause, except that
the master agreement shall be considered to be a
swap agreement under this clause only with re-
spect to each agreement or transaction under
the master agreement that is referred to in sub-
clause (I), (II), (III), or (IV); and

‘‘(VI) any security agreement or arrangement
or other credit enhancement related to any
agreements or transactions referred to in sub-
paragraph (I), (II), (III), (IV), or (V).
Such term is applicable for purposes of this title
only and shall not be construed or applied so as
to challenge or affect the characterization, defi-
nition, or treatment of any swap agreement
under any other statute, regulation, or rule, in-
cluding the Securities Act of 1933, the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, the Public Utility Holding
Company Act of 1935, the Trust Indenture Act
of 1939, the Investment Company Act of 1940,
the Investment Advisers Act of 1940, the Securi-
ties Investor Protection Act of 1970, the Com-
modity Exchange Act, and the regulations pro-
mulgated by the Securities and Exchange Com-
mission or the Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission.’’.

(g) DEFINITION OF TRANSFER.—Section
11(e)(8)(D)(viii) of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)(D)(viii)) is amend-
ed to read as follows:

‘‘(viii) TRANSFER.—The term ‘transfer’ means
every mode, direct or indirect, absolute or condi-
tional, voluntary or involuntary, of disposing of
or parting with property or with an interest in
property, including retention of title as a secu-
rity interest and foreclosure of the depository
institutions’s equity of redemption.’’.

(h) TREATMENT OF QUALIFIED FINANCIAL CON-
TRACTS.—Section 11(e)(8) of the Federal Deposit
Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)) is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘para-
graph (10)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (9) and
(10)’’;

(2) in subparagraph (A)(i), by striking ‘‘to
cause the termination or liquidation’’ and in-
serting ‘‘such person has to cause the termi-
nation, liquidation, or acceleration’’;

(3) by amending subparagraph (A)(ii) to read
as follows:

‘‘(ii) any right under any security agreement
or arrangement or other credit enhancement re-
lated to 1 or more qualified financial contracts
described in clause (i);’’; and

(4) by amending subparagraph (E)(ii) to read
as follows:

‘‘(ii) any right under any security agreement
or arrangement or other credit enhancement re-
lated to 1 or more qualified financial contracts
described in clause (i);’’.

(i) AVOIDANCE OF TRANSFERS.—Section
11(e)(8)(C)(i) of the Federal Deposit Insurance
Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)(C)(i)) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘section 5242 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States (12 U.S.C. 91) or any other
Federal or State law relating to the avoidance of
preferential or fraudulent transfers,’’ before
‘‘the Corporation’’.
SEC. 3. AUTHORITY OF THE CORPORATION WITH

RESPECT TO FAILED AND FAILING
INSTITUTIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11(e)(8) of the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8))
is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘other
than paragraph (12) of this subsection, sub-
section (d)(9)’’ and inserting ‘‘other than sub-
sections (d)(9) and (e)(10)’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraphs:

‘‘(F) CLARIFICATION.—No provision of law
shall be construed as limiting the right or power
of the Corporation, or authorizing any court or
agency to limit or delay, in any manner, the
right or power of the Corporation to transfer
any qualified financial contract in accordance
with paragraphs (9) and (10) of this subsection
or to disaffirm or repudiate any such contract in
accordance with paragraph (1).

‘‘(G) WALKAWAY CLAUSES NOT EFFECTIVE.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the provi-

sions of subparagraphs (A) and (E), and sec-
tions 403 and 404 of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation Improvement Act of 1991, no
walkaway clause shall be enforceable in a quali-
fied financial contract of an insured depository
institution in default.

‘‘(ii) WALKAWAY CLAUSE DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of this subparagraph, the term ‘walkaway
clause’ means a provision in a qualified finan-
cial contract that, after calculation of a value of
a party’s position or an amount due to or from
1 of the parties in accordance with its terms
upon termination, liquidation, or acceleration of
the qualified financial contract, either does not
create a payment obligation of a party or extin-
guishes a payment obligation of a party in
whole or in part solely because of such party’s
status as a nondefaulting party.’’.

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 11(e)(12)(A) of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(12)(A)) is
amended by inserting ‘‘or the exercise of rights
or powers’’ after ‘‘the appointment’’.
SEC. 4. AMENDMENTS RELATING TO TRANSFERS

OF QUALIFIED FINANCIAL CON-
TRACTS.

(a) TRANSFERS OF QUALIFIED FINANCIAL CON-
TRACTS TO FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS.—Section
11(e)(9) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12
U.S.C. 1821(e)(9)) is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(9) TRANSFER OF QUALIFIED FINANCIAL CON-
TRACTS.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In making any transfer of
assets or liabilities of a depository institution in

default which includes any qualified financial
contract, the conservator or receiver for such de-
pository institution shall either—

‘‘(i) transfer to 1 financial institution, other
than a financial institution for which a conser-
vator, receiver, trustee in bankruptcy, or other
legal custodian has been appointed or which is
otherwise the subject of a bankruptcy or insol-
vency proceeding—

‘‘(I) all qualified financial contracts between
any person or any affiliate of such person and
the depository institution in default;

‘‘(II) all claims of such person or any affiliate
of such person against such depository institu-
tion under any such contract (other than any
claim which, under the terms of any such con-
tract, is subordinated to the claims of general
unsecured creditors of such institution);

‘‘(III) all claims of such depository institution
against such person or any affiliate of such per-
son under any such contract; and

‘‘(IV) all property securing or any other credit
enhancement for any contract described in sub-
clause (I) or any claim described in subclause
(II) or (III) under any such contract; or

‘‘(ii) transfer none of the qualified financial
contracts, claims, property or other credit en-
hancement referred to in clause (i) (with respect
to such person and any affiliate of such per-
son).

‘‘(B) TRANSFER TO FOREIGN BANK, FOREIGN FI-
NANCIAL INSTITUTION, OR BRANCH OR AGENCY OF
A FOREIGN BANK OR FINANCIAL INSTITUTION.—In
transferring any qualified financial contracts
and related claims and property pursuant to
subparagraph (A)(i), the conservator or receiver
for such depository institution shall not make
such transfer to a foreign bank, financial insti-
tution organized under the laws of a foreign
country, or a branch or agency of a foreign
bank or financial institution unless, under the
law applicable to such bank, financial institu-
tion, branch or agency, to the qualified finan-
cial contracts, and to any netting contract, any
security agreement or arrangement or other
credit enhancement related to 1 or more quali-
fied financial contracts, the contractual rights
of the parties to such qualified financial con-
tracts, netting contracts, security agreements or
arrangements, or other credit enhancements are
enforceable substantially to the same extent as
permitted under this section.

‘‘(C) TRANSFER OF CONTRACTS SUBJECT TO THE
RULES OF A CLEARING ORGANIZATION.—In the
event that a conservator or receiver transfers
any qualified financial contract and related
claims, property and credit enhancements pur-
suant to subparagraph (A)(i) and such contract
is subject to the rules of a clearing organization,
the clearing organization shall not be required
to accept the transferee as a member by virtue of
the transfer.

‘‘(D) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘financial institution’ means a
broker or dealer, a depository institution, a fu-
tures commission merchant, or any other insti-
tution as determined by the Corporation by reg-
ulation to be a financial institution.’’.

(b) NOTICE TO QUALIFIED FINANCIAL CON-
TRACT COUNTERPARTIES.—Section 11(e)(10)(A) of
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C.
1821(e)(10)(A)) is amended by amending the
flush material following clause (ii) to read as
follows: ‘‘the conservator or receiver shall notify
any person who is a party to any such contract
of such transfer by 5:00 p.m. (eastern time) on
the business day following the date of the ap-
pointment of the receiver, in the case of a re-
ceivership, or the business day following such
transfer, in the case of a conservatorship.’’.

(c) RIGHTS AGAINST RECEIVER AND TREATMENT
OF BRIDGE BANKS.—Section 11(e)(10) of the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C.
1821(e)(10)) is further amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as sub-
paragraph (D); and

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the
following new subparagraphs:
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‘‘(B) CERTAIN RIGHTS NOT ENFORCEABLE.—
‘‘(i) RECEIVERSHIP.—A person who is a party

to a qualified financial contract with an insured
depository institution may not exercise any
right such person has to terminate, liquidate, or
net such contract under paragraph (8)(A) or
section 403 or 404 of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation Improvement Act of 1991 solely
by reason of or incidental to the appointment of
a receiver for the depository institution (or the
insolvency or financial condition of the deposi-
tory institution for which the receiver has been
appointed)—

‘‘(I) until 5:00 p.m. (eastern time) on the busi-
ness day following the date of the appointment
of the receiver; or

‘‘(II) after the person has received notice that
the contract has been transferred pursuant to
paragraph (9)(A).

‘‘(ii) CONSERVATORSHIP.—A person who is a
party to a qualified financial contract with an
insured depository institution may not exercise
any right such person has to terminate, liq-
uidate, or net such contract under paragraph
(8)(E) or section 403 or 404 of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation Improvement Act of
1991, solely by reason of or incidental to the ap-
pointment of a conservator for the depository
institution (or the insolvency or financial condi-
tion of the depository institution for which the
conservator has been appointed).

‘‘(iii) NOTICE.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the Corporation as receiver or conser-
vator of an insured depository institution shall
be deemed to have notified a person who is a
party to a qualified financial contract with such
depository institution if the Corporation has
taken steps reasonably calculated to provide no-
tice to such person by the time specified in sub-
paragraph (A) of this subsection.

‘‘(C) TREATMENT OF BRIDGE BANKS.—The fol-
lowing institutions shall not be considered a fi-
nancial institution for which a conservator, re-
ceiver, trustee in bankruptcy, or other legal cus-
todian has been appointed or which is otherwise
the subject of a bankruptcy or insolvency pro-
ceeding for purposes of paragraph (9)—

‘‘(i) a bridge bank; or
‘‘(ii) a depository institution organized by the

Corporation, for which a conservator is ap-
pointed either—

‘‘(I) immediately upon the organization of the
institution; or

‘‘(II) at the time of a purchase and assump-
tion transaction between such institution and
the Corporation as receiver for a depository in-
stitution in default.’’.
SEC. 5. AMENDMENTS RELATING TO

DISAFFIRMANCE OR REPUDIATION
OF QUALIFIED FINANCIAL CON-
TRACTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11(e) of the Federal
Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)) is fur-
ther amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (11) through
(15) as paragraphs (12) through (16), respec-
tively; and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (10) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(11) DISAFFIRMANCE OR REPUDIATION OF
QUALIFIED FINANCIAL CONTRACTS.—In exercising
the rights of disaffirmance or repudiation of a
conservator or receiver with respect to any
qualified financial contract to which an insured
depository institution is a party, the conservator
or receiver for such institution shall either—

‘‘(A) disaffirm or repudiate all qualified fi-
nancial contracts between—

‘‘(i) any person or any affiliate of such per-
son; and

‘‘(ii) the depository institution in default; or
‘‘(B) disaffirm or repudiate none of the quali-

fied financial contracts referred to in subpara-
graph (A) (with respect to such person or any
affiliate of such person).’’.

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—Section 11(e)(8) of the Federal Deposit
Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)), as amended

by section 2(i), is further amended in subpara-
graph (C)(i), by striking ‘‘(11)’’ and inserting
‘‘(12)’’.
SEC. 6. CLARIFYING AMENDMENT RELATING TO

MASTER AGREEMENTS.
Section 11(e)(8)(D)(vii) of the Federal Deposit

Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)(D)(vii)) is
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(vii) TREATMENT OF MASTER AGREEMENT AS 1
AGREEMENT.—Any master agreement for any
contract or agreement described in any pre-
ceding clause of this subparagraph (or any mas-
ter agreement for such master agreement or
agreements), together with all supplements to
such master agreement, shall be treated as a sin-
gle agreement and a single qualified financial
contract. If a master agreement contains provi-
sions relating to agreements or transactions that
are not themselves qualified financial contracts,
the master agreement shall be deemed to be a
qualified financial contract only with respect to
those transactions that are themselves qualified
financial contracts.’’.
SEC. 7. FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORA-

TION IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 1991.
(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 402 of the Federal

Deposit Insurance Corporation Improvement Act
of 1991 (12 U.S.C. 4402) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘or exempt from such reg-

istration pursuant to an order of the Securities
and Exchange Commission’’ before the semi-
colon at the end of subparagraph (A)(ii); and

(B) by inserting ‘‘or that has been granted an
exemption pursuant to section 4(c)(1) of such
Act’’ before the period at the end of subpara-
graph (B);

(2) in paragraph (6)—
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (B)

through (D) as subparagraphs (C) through (E),
respectively;

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the
following new subparagraph:

‘‘(B) an uninsured national bank or an unin-
sured State bank that is a member of the Fed-
eral Reserve System if the national bank or
State member bank is not eligible to make appli-
cation to become an insured bank under section
5 of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act;’’; and

(C) by amending subparagraph (C) (as redes-
ignated) to read as follows:

‘‘(C) a branch or agency of a foreign bank, a
foreign bank and any branch or agency of the
foreign bank, or the foreign bank that estab-
lished the branch or agency, as those terms are
defined in section 1(b) of the International
Banking Act of 1978;’’;

(3) in paragraph (11), by adding before the pe-
riod ‘‘and any other clearing organization with
which such clearing organization has a netting
contract’’;

(4) by amending paragraph (14)(A)(i) to read
as follows:

‘‘(i) means a contract or agreement between
two or more financial institutions, clearing or-
ganizations, or members that provides for net-
ting present or future payment obligations or
payment entitlements (including liquidation or
closeout values relating to such obligations or
entitlements) among the parties to the agree-
ment; and’’; and

(5) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(15) PAYMENT.—The term ‘payment’ means a
payment of United States dollars, another cur-
rency, or a composite currency, and a noncash
delivery, including a payment or delivery to liq-
uidate an unmatured obligation.’’.

(b) ENFORCEABILITY OF BILATERAL NETTING
CONTRACTS.—Section 403 of the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation Improvement Act of 1991
(12 U.S.C. 4403) is amended—

(1) by amending subsection (a) to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of State or Federal law (other
than paragraphs (8)(E), (8)(F), and (10)(B) of

section 11(e) of the Federal Deposit Insurance
Act or any order authorized under section
5(b)(2) of the Securities Investor Protection Act
of 1970), the covered contractual payment obli-
gations and the covered contractual payment
entitlements between any two financial institu-
tions shall be netted in accordance with, and
subject to the conditions of, the terms of any ap-
plicable netting contract (except as provided in
section 561(b)(2) of title 11, United States
Code).’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘‘(f) ENFORCEABILITY OF SECURITY AGREE-
MENTS.—The provisions of any security agree-
ment or arrangement or other credit enhance-
ment related to 1 or more netting contracts be-
tween any two financial institutions shall be en-
forceable in accordance with their terms (except
as provided in section 561(b)(2) of title 11,
United States Code) and shall not be stayed,
avoided, or otherwise limited by any State or
Federal law (other than paragraphs (8)(E),
(8)(F), and (10)(B) of section 11(e) of the Federal
Deposit Insurance Act and section 5(b)(2) of the
Securities Investor Protection Act of 1970).’’.

(c) ENFORCEABILITY OF CLEARING ORGANIZA-
TION NETTING CONTRACTS.—Section 404 of the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation Im-
provement Act of 1991 (12 U.S.C. 4404) is
amended—

(1) by amending subsection (a) to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of State or Federal law (other
than paragraphs (8)(E), (8)(F), and (10)(B) of
section 11(e) of the Federal Deposit Insurance
Act and any order authorized under section
5(b)(2) of the Securities Investor Protection Act
of 1970), the covered contractual payment obli-
gations and the covered contractual payment
entitlements of a member of a clearing organiza-
tion to and from all other members of a clearing
organization shall be netted in accordance with
and subject to the conditions of any applicable
netting contract (except as provided in section
561(b)(2) of title 11, United States Code).’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘‘(h) ENFORCEABILITY OF SECURITY AGREE-
MENTS.—The provisions of any security agree-
ment or arrangement or other credit enhance-
ment related to 1 or more netting contracts be-
tween any two members of a clearing organiza-
tion shall be enforceable in accordance with
their terms (except as provided in section
561(b)(2) of title 11, United States Code) and
shall not be stayed, avoided, or otherwise lim-
ited by any State or Federal law (other than
paragraphs (8)(E), (8)(F), and (10)(B) of section
11(e) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act and
section 5(b)(2) of the Securities Investor Protec-
tion Act of 1970).’’.

(d) ENFORCEABILITY OF CONTRACTS WITH UN-
INSURED NATIONAL BANKS AND UNINSURED FED-
ERAL BRANCHES AND AGENCIES.—The Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation Improvement Act
of 1991 (12 U.S.C. 4401 et seq.) is amended—

(1) by redesignating section 407 as section
407A; and

(2) by adding after section 406 the following
new section:
‘‘SEC. 407. TREATMENT OF CONTRACTS WITH UN-

INSURED NATIONAL BANKS AND UN-
INSURED FEDERAL BRANCHES AND
AGENCIES.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, paragraphs (8), (9), (10), and
(11) of section 11(e) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act shall apply to an uninsured na-
tional bank or uninsured Federal branch or
Federal agency except—

‘‘(1) any reference to the ‘Corporation as re-
ceiver’ or ‘the receiver or the Corporation’ shall
refer to the receiver of an uninsured national
bank or uninsured Federal branch or Federal
agency appointed by the Comptroller of the Cur-
rency;
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‘‘(2) any reference to the ‘Corporation’ (other

than in section 11(e)(8)(D) of such Act), the
‘Corporation, whether acting as such or as con-
servator or receiver’, a ‘receiver’, or a ‘conser-
vator’ shall refer to the receiver or conservator
of an uninsured national bank or uninsured
Federal branch or Federal agency appointed by
the Comptroller of the Currency; and

‘‘(3) any reference to an ‘insured depository
institution’ or ‘depository institution’ shall refer
to an uninsured national bank or an uninsured
Federal branch or Federal agency.

‘‘(b) LIABILITY.—The liability of a receiver or
conservator of an uninsured national bank or
uninsured Federal branch or agency shall be de-
termined in the same manner and subject to the
same limitations that apply to receivers and
conservators of insured depository institutions
under section 11(e) of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act.

‘‘(c) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller of the Cur-

rency, in consultation with the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation, may promulgate regula-
tions to implement this section.

‘‘(2) SPECIFIC REQUIREMENT.—In promulgating
regulations to implement this section, the Comp-
troller of the Currency shall ensure that the reg-
ulations generally are consistent with the regu-
lations and policies of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Corporation adopted pursuant to the
Federal Deposit Insurance Act.

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the terms ‘Federal branch’, ‘Federal agen-
cy’, and ‘foreign bank’ have the same meaning
as in section 1(b) of the International Banking
Act.’’.
SEC. 8. BANKRUPTCY CODE AMENDMENTS.

(a) DEFINITIONS OF FORWARD CONTRACT, RE-
PURCHASE AGREEMENT, SECURITIES CLEARING
AGENCY, SWAP AGREEMENT, COMMODITY CON-
TRACT, AND SECURITIES CONTRACT.—Title 11,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in section 101—
(A) in paragraph (25)—
(i) by striking ‘‘means a contract’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘means—
‘‘(A) a contract’’;
(ii) by striking ‘‘, or any combination thereof

or option thereon;’’ and inserting ‘‘, or any
other similar agreement;’’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(B) any combination of agreements or trans-

actions referred to in subparagraphs (A) and
(C);

‘‘(C) any option to enter into an agreement or
transaction referred to in subparagraph (A) or
(B);

‘‘(D) a master agreement that provides for an
agreement or transaction referred to in subpara-
graph (A), (B), or (C), together with all supple-
ments to any such master agreement, without
regard to whether such master agreement pro-
vides for an agreement or transaction that is not
a forward contract under this paragraph, except
that such master agreement shall be considered
to be a forward contract under this paragraph
only with respect to each agreement or trans-
action under such master agreement that is re-
ferred to in subparagraph (A), (B) or (C); or

‘‘(E) any security agreement or arrangement,
or other credit enhancement related to any
agreement or transaction referred to in subpara-
graph (A), (B), (C), or (D), but not to exceed the
actual value of such contract on the date of the
filing of the petition;’’;

(B) in paragraph (46), by striking ‘‘on any
day during the period beginning 90 days before
the date of’’ and inserting ‘‘at any time before’’;

(C) by amending paragraph (47) to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(47) ‘repurchase agreement’ (which defini-
tion also applies to a ‘reverse repurchase agree-
ment’)—

‘‘(A) means—
‘‘(i) an agreement, including related terms,

which provides for the transfer of 1 or more cer-

tificates of deposit, mortgage-related securities
(as defined in the Securities Exchange Act of
1934), mortgage loans, interests in mortgage-re-
lated securities or mortgage loans, eligible bank-
ers’ acceptances, qualified foreign government
securities, or securities that are direct obliga-
tions of, or that are fully guaranteed by, the
United States or any agency of the United
States against the transfer of funds by the
transferee of such certificates of deposit, eligible
bankers’ acceptances, securities, loans, or inter-
ests, with a simultaneous agreement by such
transferee to transfer to the transferor thereof
certificates of deposit, eligible bankers’ accept-
ance, securities, loans, or interests of the kind
described above, at a date certain not later than
1 year after such transfer or on demand, against
the transfer of funds;

‘‘(ii) any combination of agreements or trans-
actions referred to in clauses (i) and (iii);

‘‘(iii) an option to enter into an agreement or
transaction referred to in clause (i) or (ii);

‘‘(iv) a master agreement that provides for an
agreement or transaction referred to in clause
(i), (ii), or (iii), together with all supplements to
any such master agreement, without regard to
whether such master agreement provides for an
agreement or transaction that is not a repur-
chase agreement under this paragraph, except
that such master agreement shall be considered
to be a repurchase agreement under this para-
graph only with respect to each agreement or
transaction under the master agreement that is
referred to in clause (i), (ii), or (iii); or

‘‘(v) any security agreement or arrangement
or other credit enhancement related to any
agreement or transaction referred to in clause
(i), (ii), (iii), or (iv), but not to exceed the actual
value of such contract on the date of the filing
of the petition; and

‘‘(B) does not include a repurchase obligation
under a participation in a commercial mortgage
loan,
and, for purposes of this paragraph, the term
‘qualified foreign government security’ means a
security that is a direct obligation of, or that is
fully guaranteed by, the central government of
a member of the Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development;’’;

(D) in paragraph (48) by inserting ‘‘or exempt
from such registration under such section pur-
suant to an order of the Securities and Ex-
change Commission’’ after ‘‘1934’’; and

(E) by amending paragraph (53B) to read as
follows:

‘‘(53B) ‘swap agreement’—
‘‘(A) means—
‘‘(i) any agreement, including the terms and

conditions incorporated by reference in such
agreement, which is an interest rate swap, op-
tion, future, or forward agreement, including a
rate floor, rate cap, rate collar, cross-currency
rate swap, and basis swap; a spot, same day-to-
morrow, tomorrow-next, forward, or other for-
eign exchange or precious metals agreement; a
currency swap, option, future, or forward agree-
ment; an equity index or an equity swap, op-
tion, future, or forward agreement; a debt index
or a debt swap, option, future, or forward agree-
ment; a credit spread or a credit swap, option,
future, or forward agreement; a commodity
index or a commodity swap, option, future, or
forward agreement; or a weather swap, weather
derivative, or weather option;

‘‘(ii) any agreement or transaction similar to
any other agreement or transaction referred to
in this paragraph that—

‘‘(I) is presently, or in the future becomes, reg-
ularly entered into in the swap market (includ-
ing terms and conditions incorporated by ref-
erence therein); and

‘‘(II) is a forward, swap, future, or option on
1 or more rates, currencies, commodities, equity
securities, or other equity instruments, debt se-
curities or other debt instruments, or economic
indices or measures of economic risk or value;

‘‘(iii) any combination of agreements or trans-
actions referred to in this paragraph;

‘‘(iv) any option to enter into an agreement or
transaction referred to in this paragraph;

‘‘(v) a master agreement that provides for an
agreement or transaction referred to in clause
(i), (ii), (iii), or (iv), together with all supple-
ments to any such master agreement, and with-
out regard to whether the master agreement
contains an agreement or transaction that is not
a swap agreement under this paragraph, except
that the master agreement shall be considered to
be a swap agreement under this paragraph only
with respect to each agreement or transaction
under the master agreement that is referred to
in clause (i), (ii), (iii), or (iv); or

‘‘(B) any security agreement or arrangement
or other credit enhancement related to any
agreements or transactions referred to in sub-
paragraph (A), but not to exceed the actual
value of such contract on the date of the filing
of the petition; and

‘‘(C) is applicable for purposes of this title
only and shall not be construed or applied so as
to challenge or affect the characterization, defi-
nition, or treatment of any swap agreement
under any other statute, regulation, or rule, in-
cluding the Securities Act of 1933, the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, the Public Utility Holding
Company Act of 1935, the Trust Indenture Act
of 1939, the Investment Company Act of 1940,
the Investment Advisers Act of 1940, the Securi-
ties Investor Protection Act of 1970, the Com-
modity Exchange Act, and the regulations pre-
scribed by the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion or the Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion.’’;

(2) by amending section 741(7) to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(7) ‘securities contract’—
‘‘(A) means—
‘‘(i) a contract for the purchase, sale, or loan

of a security, a certificate of deposit, a mortgage
loan or any interest in a mortgage loan, a group
or index of securities, certificates of deposit or
mortgage loans or interests therein (including
an interest therein or based on the value there-
of), or option on any of the foregoing, including
an option to purchase or sell any such security,
certificate of deposit, loan, interest, group or
index, or option;

‘‘(ii) any option entered into on a national se-
curities exchange relating to foreign currencies;

‘‘(iii) the guarantee by or to any securities
clearing agency of a settlement of cash, securi-
ties, certificates of deposit, mortgage loans or in-
terests therein, group or index of securities, or
mortgage loans or interests therein (including
any interest therein or based on the value there-
of), or option on any of the foregoing, including
an option to purchase or sell any such security,
certificate of deposit, loan, interest, group or
index, or option;

‘‘(iv) any margin loan;
‘‘(v) any other agreement or transaction that

is similar to an agreement or transaction re-
ferred to in this paragraph;

‘‘(vi) any combination of the agreements or
transactions referred to in this paragraph;

‘‘(vii) any option to enter into any agreement
or transaction referred to in this paragraph;

‘‘(viii) a master agreement that provides for
an agreement or transaction referred to in
clause (i), (ii), (iii), (iv), (v), (vi), or (vii), to-
gether with all supplements to any such master
agreement, without regard to whether the mas-
ter agreement provides for an agreement or
transaction that is not a securities contract
under this paragraph, except that such master
agreement shall be considered to be a securities
contract under this paragraph only with respect
to each agreement or transaction under such
master agreement that is referred to in clause
(i), (ii), (iii), (iv), (v), (vi), or (vii); or

‘‘(ix) any security agreement or arrangement
or other credit enhancement related to any
agreement or transaction referred to in this
paragraph, but not to exceed the actual value of
such contract on the date of the filing of the pe-
tition; and
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‘‘(B) does not include any purchase, sale, or

repurchase obligation under a participation in a
commercial mortgage loan.’’; and

(3) in section 761(4)—
(A) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of subpara-

graph (D); and
(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(F) any other agreement or transaction that

is similar to an agreement or transaction re-
ferred to in this paragraph;

‘‘(G) any combination of the agreements or
transactions referred to in this paragraph;

‘‘(H) any option to enter into an agreement or
transaction referred to in this paragraph;

‘‘(I) a master agreement that provides for an
agreement or transaction referred to in subpara-
graph (A), (B), (C), (D), (E), (F), (G), or (H), to-
gether with all supplements to such master
agreement, without regard to whether the mas-
ter agreement provides for an agreement or
transaction that is not a commodity contract
under this paragraph, except that the master
agreement shall be considered to be a commodity
contract under this paragraph only with respect
to each agreement or transaction under the mas-
ter agreement that is referred to in subpara-
graph (A), (B), (C), (D), (E), (F), (G), or (H); or

‘‘(J) any security agreement or arrangement
or other credit enhancement related to any
agreement or transaction referred to in this
paragraph, but not to exceed the actual value of
such contract on the date of the filing of the pe-
tition;’’.

(b) DEFINITIONS OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTION,
FINANCIAL PARTICIPANT, AND FORWARD CON-
TRACT MERCHANT.—Section 101 of title 11,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking paragraph (22) and inserting
the following new paragraph:

‘‘(22) the term ‘financial institution’—
‘‘(A) means a Federal reserve bank or an enti-

ty (domestic or foreign) that is a commercial or
savings bank, industrial savings bank, savings
and loan association, trust company, a bank or
a corporation organized under section 25A of
the Federal Reserve Act and, when any such
bank or entity is acting as agent or custodian
for a customer in connection with a securities
contract, as defined in section 741, such cus-
tomer; and

‘‘(B) includes any person described in sub-
paragraph (A) which operates, or operates as, a
multilateral clearing organization pursuant to
section 409 of the Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation Improvement Act of 1991;’’;

(2) by inserting after paragraph (22) the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(22A) ‘financial participant’ means an entity
that, at the time it enters into a securities con-
tract, commodity contract or forward contract,
or at the time of the filing of the petition, has
1 or more agreements or transactions described
in paragraph (1), (2), (3), (4), (5), or (6) of sec-
tion 561(a) with the debtor or any other entity
(other than an affiliate) of a total gross dollar
value of at least $1,000,000,000 in notional or ac-
tual principal amount outstanding on any day
during the previous 15-month period, or has
gross mark-to-market positions of at least
$100,000,000 (aggregated across counterparties)
in 1 or more such agreement or transaction with
the debtor or any other entity (other than an af-
filiate) on any day during the previous 15-
month period;’’; and

(3) by amending paragraph (26) to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(26) ‘forward contract merchant’ means a
Federal reserve bank, or an entity whose busi-
ness consists in whole or in part of entering into
forward contracts as or with merchants or in a
commodity, as defined or in section 761, or any
similar good, article, service, right, or interest
which is presently or in the future becomes the
subject of dealing or in the forward contract
trade;’’.

(c) DEFINITION OF MASTER NETTING AGREE-
MENT AND MASTER NETTING AGREEMENT PARTIC-
IPANT.—Section 101 of title 11, United States

Code, is amended by inserting after paragraph
(38) the following new paragraphs:

‘‘(38A) ‘master netting agreement’ means an
agreement providing for the exercise of rights,
including rights of netting, setoff, liquidation,
termination, acceleration, or closeout, under or
in connection with 1 or more contracts that are
described in any 1 or more of paragraphs (1)
through (5) of section 561(a), or any security
agreement or arrangement or other credit en-
hancement related to 1 or more of the foregoing.
If a master netting agreement contains provi-
sions relating to agreements or transactions that
are not contracts described in paragraphs (1)
through (5) of section 561(a), the master netting
agreement shall be deemed to be a master net-
ting agreement only with respect to those agree-
ments or transactions that are described in any
1 or more of the paragraphs (1) through (5) of
section 561(a);

‘‘(38B) ‘master netting agreement participant’
means an entity that, at any time before the fil-
ing of the petition, is a party to an outstanding
master netting agreement with the debtor;’’.

(d) SWAP AGREEMENTS, SECURITIES CON-
TRACTS, COMMODITY CONTRACTS, FORWARD
CONTRACTS, REPURCHASE AGREEMENTS, AND
MASTER NETTING AGREEMENTS UNDER THE
AUTOMATIC-STAY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 362(b) of title 11,
United States Code, is amended—

(A) in paragraph (6), by inserting ‘‘, pledged
to and under the control of,’’ after ‘‘held by’’;

(B) in paragraph (7), by inserting ‘‘, pledged
to and under the control of,’’ after ‘‘held by’’;

(C) by amending paragraph (17) to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(17) under subsection (a), of the setoff by a
swap participant of a mutual debt and claim
under or in connection with 1 or more swap
agreements that constitutes the setoff of a claim
against the debtor for any payment or other
transfer of property due from the debtor under
or in connection with any swap agreement
against any payment due to the debtor from the
swap participant under or in connection with
any swap agreement or against cash, securities,
or other property held by, pledged to and under
the control of, or due from such swap partici-
pant to margin, guarantee, secure, or settle any
swap agreement;’’;

(D) in paragraph (18) by striking the period at
the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and

(E) by inserting after paragraph (18) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(19) under subsection (a), of the setoff by a
master netting agreement participant of a mu-
tual debt and claim under or in connection with
1 or more master netting agreements or any con-
tract or agreement subject to such agreements
that constitutes the setoff of a claim against the
debtor for any payment or other transfer of
property due from the debtor under or in con-
nection with such agreements or any contract or
agreement subject to such agreements against
any payment due to the debtor from such master
netting agreement participant under or in con-
nection with such agreements or any contract or
agreement subject to such agreements or against
cash, securities, or other property held by,
pledged to and under the control of, or due from
such master netting agreement participant to
margin, guarantee, secure, or settle such agree-
ments or any contract or agreement subject to
such agreements, to the extent such participant
is eligible to exercise such offset rights under
paragraph (6), (7), or (17) for each individual
contract covered by the master netting agree-
ment in issue.’’.

(2) LIMITATION.—Section 362 of title 11, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following:

‘‘(i) LIMITATION.—The exercise of rights not
subject to the stay arising under subsection (a)
pursuant to paragraph (6), (7), or (17), or (32) of
subsection (b) shall not be stayed by any order
of a court or administrative agency in any pro-
ceeding under this title.’’.

(e) LIMITATION OF AVOIDANCE POWERS UNDER
MASTER NETTING AGREEMENT.—Section 546 of
title 11, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (g) (as added by section 103
of Public Law 101–311)—

(A) by striking ‘‘under a swap agreement’’;
and

(B) by striking ‘‘in connection with a swap
agreement’’ and inserting ‘‘under or in connec-
tion with any swap agreement’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(j) Notwithstanding sections 544, 545, 547,

548(a)(1)(B), and 548(b), the trustee may not
avoid a transfer made by or to a master netting
agreement participant under or in connection
with any master netting agreement or any indi-
vidual contract covered thereby that is made be-
fore the commencement of the case, except under
section 548(a)(1)(A), and except to the extent the
trustee could otherwise avoid such a transfer
made under an individual contract covered by
such master netting agreement.’’.

(f) FRAUDULENT TRANSFERS OF MASTER NET-
TING AGREEMENTS.—Section 548(d)(2) of title 11,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and’’;
(2) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe-

riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and
(3) by adding at the end the following new

subparagraph:
‘‘(E) a master netting agreement participant

that receives a transfer in connection with a
master netting agreement or any individual con-
tract covered thereby takes for value to the ex-
tent of such transfer, except, with respect to a
transfer under any individual contract covered
thereby, to the extent such master netting agree-
ment participant otherwise did not take (or is
otherwise not deemed to have taken) such trans-
fer for value.’’.

(g) TERMINATION OR ACCELERATION OF SECU-
RITIES CONTRACTS.—Section 555 of title 11,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by amending the section heading to read
as follows:
‘‘§ 555. Contractual right to liquidate, termi-

nate, or accelerate a securities contract’’;
and

(2) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘liquida-
tion’’ and inserting ‘‘liquidation, termination,
or acceleration’’.

(h) TERMINATION OR ACCELERATION OF COM-
MODITIES OR FORWARD CONTRACTS.—Section 556
of title 11, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by amending the section heading to read
as follows:
‘‘§ 556. Contractual right to liquidate, termi-

nate, or accelerate a commodities contract
or forward contract’’;

and
(2) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘liquida-

tion’’ and inserting ‘‘liquidation, termination,
or acceleration’’.

(i) TERMINATION OR ACCELERATION OF REPUR-
CHASE AGREEMENTS.—Section 559 of title 11,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by amending the section heading to read
as follows:
‘‘§ 559. Contractual right to liquidate, termi-

nate, or accelerate a repurchase agree-
ment’’;

and
(2) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘liquida-

tion’’ and inserting ‘‘liquidation, termination,
or acceleration’’.

(j) LIQUIDATION, TERMINATION, OR ACCELERA-
TION OF SWAP AGREEMENTS.—Section 560 of title
11, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by amending the section heading to read
as follows:
‘‘§ 560. Contractual right to liquidate, termi-

nate, or accelerate a swap agreement’’;
(2) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘termi-

nation of a swap agreement’’ and inserting ‘‘liq-
uidation, termination, or acceleration of 1 or
more swap agreements’’; and
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(3) by striking ‘‘in connection with any swap

agreement’’ and inserting ‘‘in connection with
the termination, liquidation, or acceleration of 1
or more swap agreements’’.

(k) LIQUIDATION, TERMINATION, ACCELERA-
TION, OR OFFSET UNDER A MASTER NETTING
AGREEMENT AND ACROSS CONTRACTS.—(1) Title
11, United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 560 the following:
‘‘§ 561. Contractual right to terminate, liq-

uidate, accelerate, or offset under a master
netting agreement and across contracts
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b),

the exercise of any contractual right, because of
a condition of the kind specified in section
365(e)(1), to cause the termination, liquidation,
or acceleration of or to offset or net termination
values, payment amounts or other transfer obli-
gations arising under or in connection with 1 or
more (or the termination, liquidation, or accel-
eration of 1 or more)—

‘‘(1) securities contracts, as defined in section
741(7);

‘‘(2) commodity contracts, as defined in sec-
tion 761(4);

‘‘(3) forward contracts;
‘‘(4) repurchase agreements;
‘‘(5) swap agreements; or
‘‘(6) master netting agreements,

shall not be stayed, avoided, or otherwise lim-
ited by operation of any provision of this title or
by any order of a court or administrative agency
in any proceeding under this title.

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION.—
‘‘(1) A party may exercise a contractual right

described in subsection (a) to terminate, liq-
uidate, or accelerate only to the extent that
such party could exercise such a right under
section 555, 556, 559, or 560 for each individual
contract covered by the master netting agree-
ment in issue.

‘‘(2) If a debtor is a commodity broker subject
to subchapter IV of chapter 7—

‘‘(A) a party may not net or offset an obliga-
tion to the debtor arising under, or in connec-
tion with, a commodity contract against any
claim arising under, or in connection with,
other instruments, contracts, or agreements list-
ed in subsection (a), except to the extent the
party has positive net equity in the commodity
accounts at the debtor, as calculated under such
subchapter; and

‘‘(B) another commodity broker may not net
or offset an obligation to the debtor arising
under, or in connection with, a commodity con-
tract entered into or held on behalf of a cus-
tomer of the debtor against any claim arising
under, or in connection with, other instruments,
contracts, or agreements listed in subsection (a).

‘‘(c) RULE OF APPLICATION.—Subparagraphs
(A) and (B) of subsection (b)(2) shall not be con-
strued as prohibiting the offset of claims and ob-
ligations arising pursuant to—

‘‘(1) a cross-margining arrangement that has
been approved by the Commodity Futures Trad-
ing Commission or that has been submitted to
such Commission pursuant to section 5a(a)(12)
of the Commodity Exchange Act and has been
permitted to go into effect; or

‘‘(2) another netting arrangement, between a
clearing organization (as defined in section 761)
and another entity, that has been approved by
the Commodity Futures Trading Commission.

‘‘(d) DEFINITION.—As used in this section, the
term ‘contractual right’ includes a right set
forth in a rule or bylaw of a national securities
exchange, a national securities association, or a
securities clearing agency, a right set forth in a
bylaw of a clearing organization or contract
market or in a resolution of the governing board
thereof, and a right, whether or not evidenced
in writing, arising under common law, under
law merchant, or by reason of normal business
practice.’’.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections of chapter 5 of title 11, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after the item re-
lating to section 560 the following:

‘‘561. Contractual right to terminate, liquidate,
accelerate, or offset under a mas-
ter netting agreement and across
contracts.’’.

(l) MUNICIPAL BANKRUPTCIES.—Section 901(a)
of title 11, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘555, 556,’’ after ‘‘553,’’; and
(2) by inserting ‘‘559, 560, 561, 562,’’ after

‘‘557,’’.
(m) ANCILLARY PROCEEDINGS.—Section 304 of

title 11, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection:

‘‘(d) Any provisions of this title relating to se-
curities contracts, commodity contracts, forward
contracts, repurchase agreements, swap agree-
ments, or master netting agreements shall apply
in a case ancillary to a foreign proceeding under
this section or any other section of this title so
that enforcement of contractual provisions of
such contracts and agreements in accordance
with their terms will not be stayed or otherwise
limited by operation of any provision of this title
or by order of a court in any proceeding under
this title, and to limit avoidance powers to the
same extent as in a proceeding under chapter 7
or 11 (such enforcement not to be limited based
on the presence or absence of assets of the debt-
or in the United States).’’.

(n) COMMODITY BROKER LIQUIDATIONS.—Title
11, United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 766 the following:
‘‘§ 767. Commodity broker liquidation and for-

ward contract merchants, commodity bro-
kers, stockbrokers, financial institutions, fi-
nancial participants, securities clearing
agencies, swap participants, repo partici-
pants, and master netting agreement par-
ticipants
‘‘Notwithstanding any other provision of this

title, the exercise of rights by a forward contract
merchant, commodity broker, stockbroker, fi-
nancial institution, financial participant, secu-
rities clearing agency, swap participant, repo
participant, or master netting agreement partici-
pant under this title shall not affect the priority
of any unsecured claim it may have after the ex-
ercise of such rights.’’.

(o) STOCKBROKER LIQUIDATIONS.—Title 11,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 752 the following:
‘‘§ 753. Stockbroker liquidation and forward

contract merchants, commodity brokers,
stockbrokers, financial institutions, finan-
cial participants, securities clearing agen-
cies, swap participants, repo participants,
and master netting agreement participants
‘‘Notwithstanding any other provision of this

title, the exercise of rights by a forward contract
merchant, commodity broker, stockbroker, fi-
nancial institution, securities clearing agency,
swap participant, repo participant, financial
participant, or master netting agreement partici-
pant under this title shall not affect the priority
of any unsecured claim it may have after the ex-
ercise of such rights.’’.

(p) SETOFF.—Section 553 of title 11, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(3)(C), by inserting ‘‘(ex-
cept for a setoff of a kind described in section
362(b)(6), 362(b)(7), 362(b)(17), 362(b)(32), 555,
556, 559, 560 or 561)’’ before the period; and

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking
‘‘362(b)(14)’’ and inserting ‘‘362(b)(17),
362(b)(32), 555, 556, 559, 560, 561’’.

(q) SECURITIES CONTRACTS, COMMODITY CON-
TRACTS, AND FORWARD CONTRACTS.—Title 11,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in section 362(b)(6), by striking ‘‘financial
institutions,’’ each place such term appears and
inserting ‘‘financial institution, financial par-
ticipant’’;

(2) in section 546(e), by inserting ‘‘financial
participant,’’ after ‘‘financial institution,’’;

(3) in section 548(d)(2)(B), by inserting ‘‘fi-
nancial participant,’’ after ‘‘financial institu-
tion,’’;

(4) in section 555—

(A) by inserting ‘‘financial participant,’’ after
‘‘financial institution,’’; and

(B) by inserting before the period at the end
‘‘, a right set forth in a bylaw of a clearing or-
ganization or contract market or in a resolution
of the governing board thereof, and a right,
whether or not in writing, arising under com-
mon law, under law merchant, or by reason of
normal business practice’’; and

(5) in section 556, by inserting ‘‘, financial
participant’’ after ‘‘commodity broker’’.

(r) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Title 11,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in the table of sections of chapter 5—
(A) by amending the items relating to sections

555 and 556 to read as follows:

‘‘555. Contractual right to liquidate, terminate,
or accelerate a securities contract.

‘‘556. Contractual right to liquidate, terminate,
or accelerate a commodities con-
tract or forward contract.’’;

and
(B) by amending the items relating to sections

559 and 560 to read as follows:

‘‘559. Contractual right to liquidate, terminate,
or accelerate a repurchase agree-
ment.

‘‘560. Contractual right to liquidate, terminate,
or accelerate a swap agreement.’’;

and
(2) in the table of sections of chapter 7—
(A) by inserting after the item relating to sec-

tion 766 the following:

‘‘767. Commodity broker liquidation and forward
contract merchants, commodity
brokers, stockbrokers, financial
institutions, financial partici-
pants, securities clearing agen-
cies, swap participants, repo par-
ticipants, and master netting
agreement participants.’’;

and
(B) by inserting after the item relating to sec-

tion 752 the following:

‘‘753. Stockbroker liquidation and forward con-
tract merchants, commodity bro-
kers, stockbrokers, financial insti-
tutions, financial participants, se-
curities clearing agencies, swap
participants, repo participants,
and master netting agreement
participants.’’.

SEC. 9. RECORDKEEPING REQUIREMENTS.
Section 11(e)(8) of the Federal Deposit Insur-

ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(e)(8)) is amended by
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph:

‘‘(H) RECORDKEEPING REQUIREMENTS.—The
Corporation, in consultation with the appro-
priate Federal banking agencies, may prescribe
regulations requiring more detailed record-
keeping with respect to qualified financial con-
tracts (including market valuations) by insured
depository institutions.’’.
SEC. 10. EXEMPTIONS FROM CONTEMPORANEOUS

EXECUTION REQUIREMENT.
Section 13(e)(2) of the Federal Deposit Insur-

ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1823(e)(2)) is amended to
read as follows:

‘‘(2) EXEMPTIONS FROM CONTEMPORANEOUS
EXECUTION REQUIREMENT.—An agreement to
provide for the lawful collateralization of—

‘‘(A) deposits of, or other credit extension by,
a Federal, State, or local governmental entity,
or of any depositor referred to in section
11(a)(2), including an agreement to provide col-
lateral in lieu of a surety bond;

‘‘(B) bankruptcy estate funds pursuant to sec-
tion 345(b)(2) of title 11, United States Code;

‘‘(C) extensions of credit, including any over-
draft, from a Federal reserve bank or Federal
home loan bank; or

‘‘(D) 1 or more qualified financial contracts,
as defined in section 11(e)(8)(D),

shall not be deemed invalid pursuant to para-
graph (1)(B) solely because such agreement was
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not executed contemporaneously with the acqui-
sition of the collateral or because of pledges, de-
livery, or substitution of the collateral made in
accordance with such agreement.’’.
SEC. 11. DAMAGE MEASURE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title 11, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by inserting after section 561 the following:

‘‘§ 562. Damage measure in connection with
swap agreements, securities contracts, for-
ward contracts, commodity contracts, repur-
chase agreements, or master netting agree-
ments
‘‘If the trustee rejects a swap agreement, secu-

rities contract as defined in section 741, forward
contract, commodity contract (as defined in sec-
tion 761) repurchase agreement, or master net-
ting agreement pursuant to section 365(a), or if
a forward contract merchant, stockbroker, fi-
nancial institution, securities clearing agency,
repo participant, financial participant, master
netting agreement participant, or swap partici-
pant liquidates, terminates, or accelerates such
contract or agreement, damages shall be meas-
ured as of the earlier of—

‘‘(1) the date of such rejection; or
‘‘(2) the date of such liquidation, termination,

or acceleration.’’; and
(2) in the table of sections of chapter 5 by in-

serting after the item relating to section 561 the
following:

‘‘562. Damage measure in connection with swap
agreements, securities contracts,
forward contracts, commodity
contracts, repurchase agreements,
or master netting agreements.’’.

(b) CLAIMS ARISING FROM REJECTION.—Sec-
tion 502(g) of title 11, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by designating the existing text as para-
graph (1); and

(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(2) A claim for damages calculated in accord-

ance with section 562 shall be allowed under
subsection (a), (b), or (c), or disallowed under
subsection (d) or (e), as if such claim had arisen
before the date of the filing of the petition.’’.
SEC. 12. SIPC STAY.

Section 5(b)(2) of the Securities Investor Pro-
tection Act of 1970 (15 U.S.C. 78eee(b)(2)) is
amended by adding after subparagraph (B) the
following new subparagraph:

‘‘(C) EXCEPTION FROM STAY.—
‘‘(i) Notwithstanding section 362 of title 11,

United States Code, neither the filing of an ap-
plication under subsection (a)(3) nor any order
or decree obtained by the Securities Investor
Protection Corporation from the court shall op-
erate as a stay of any contractual rights of a
creditor to liquidate, terminate, or accelerate a
securities contract, commodity contract, forward
contract, repurchase agreement, swap agree-
ment, or master netting agreement, each as de-
fined in title 11 United States Code, to offset or
net termination values, payment amounts, or
other transfer obligations arising under or in
connection with 1 or more of such contracts or
agreements, or to foreclose on any cash collat-
eral pledged by the debtor whether or not with
respect to 1 or more of such contracts or agree-
ments.

‘‘(ii) Notwithstanding clause (i), such applica-
tion, order, or decree may operate as a stay of
the foreclosure on or disposition of securities
collateral pledged by the debtor, whether or not
with respect to 1 or more of such contracts or
agreements, securities sold by the debtor under
a repurchase agreement or securities lent under
a securities lending agreement.

‘‘(iii) As used in this section, the term ‘con-
tractual right’ includes a right set forth in a
rule or bylaw of a national securities exchange,
a national securities association, or a securities
clearing agency, a right set forth in a bylaw of
a clearing organization or contract market or in
a resolution of the governing board thereof, and

a right, whether or not in writing, arising under
common law, under law merchant, or by reason
of normal business practice.’’.
SEC. 13. ASSET-BACKED SECURITIZATIONS.

Section 541 of title 11, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—
(A) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of paragraph

(4)(B)(ii);
(B) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-

graph (6); and
(C) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-

lowing new paragraph:
‘‘(5) any eligible asset (or proceeds thereof), to

the extent that such eligible asset was trans-
ferred by the debtor before the date of com-
mencement of the case, to an eligible entity in
connection with an asset-backed securitization,
except to the extent such asset (or proceeds or
value thereof) may be recovered by the trustee
under section 550 by virtue of avoidance under
section 548(a)(1); or’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘‘(e) For purposes of this section, the following
definitions shall apply:

‘‘(1) the term ‘asset-backed securitization’
means a transaction in which eligible assets
transferred to an eligible entity are used as the
source of payment on securities, including all
securities issued by governmental units, at least
1 class or tranche of which is rated investment
grade by 1 or more nationally recognized securi-
ties rating organizations, when the securities
are initially issued by an issuer;

‘‘(2) the term ‘eligible asset’ means—
‘‘(A) financial assets (including interests

therein and proceeds thereof), either fixed or re-
volving, whether or not such assets are in exist-
ence as of the date of the transfer, including
residential and commercial mortgage loans, con-
sumer receivables, trade receivables, assets of
governmental units (including payment obliga-
tions relating to taxes, receipts, fines, tickets,
and other sources of revenue), and lease receiv-
ables, that, by their terms, convert into cash
within a finite time period, plus any residual in-
terest in property subject to receivables included
in such financial assets plus any rights or other
assets designed to assure the servicing or timely
distribution of proceeds to security holders;

‘‘(B) cash; and
‘‘(C) securities, including all securities issued

by governmental units.
‘‘(3) the term ‘eligible entity’ means—
‘‘(A) an issuer; or
‘‘(B) a trust, corporation, partnership, gov-

ernmental unit, limited liability company (in-
cluding a single member limited liability com-
pany), or other entity engaged exclusively in the
business of acquiring and transferring eligible
assets directly or indirectly to an issuer and tak-
ing actions ancillary thereto;

‘‘(4) the term ‘issuer’ means a trust, corpora-
tion, partnership, governmental unit, limited li-
ability company (including a single member lim-
ited liability company), or other entity engaged
exclusively in the business of acquiring and
holding eligible assets, issuing securities backed
by eligible assets, and taking actions ancillary
thereto; and

‘‘(5) the term ‘transferred’ means the debtor,
pursuant to a written agreement, represented
and warranted that eligible assets were sold,
contributed, or otherwise conveyed with the in-
tention of removing them from the estate of the
debtor pursuant to subsection (b)(5) (whether or
not reference is made to this title or any section
of this title), irrespective, without limitation,
of—

‘‘(A) whether the debtor directly or indirectly
obtained or held an interest in the issuer or in
any securities issued by the issuer;

‘‘(B) whether the debtor had an obligation to
repurchase or to service or supervise the serv-
icing of all or any portion of such eligible assets;
or

‘‘(C) the characterization of such sale, con-
tribution, or other conveyance for tax, account-
ing, regulatory reporting, or other purposes.’’.
SEC. 14. APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.

The amendments made by this Act shall apply
with respect to cases commenced or appoint-
ments made under any Federal or State law
after the date of the enactment of this Act, but
shall not apply with respect to cases commenced
or appointments made under any Federal or
State law before the date of the enactment of
this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Iowa (Mr. LEACH) and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. BENTSEN) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. LEACH).

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the provisions of this
bill, the Financial Contract Netting
Improvement Act, are not new to the
House. They were approved in the 105th
Congress and again this year as part of
the bankruptcy reform legislation. But
because of the uncertainty whether a
bankruptcy bill can become law, it is
important to move this legislation on
its own.

After all, if a major derivatives play-
er were to become insolvent, cascading
effects on the economy could too easily
ensue. What this change in law accom-
plishes is the orderly unwinding of con-
tracts in a timely, indeed almost im-
mediate basis, in the event of a bank-
ruptcy circumstance. If, on the other
hand, the derivatives contracts of a
company that declares bankruptcy be-
come tied up on a lengthy basis in
bankruptcy court proceedings, the fi-
nancial system could be destabilized.

This is the case in part because of the
timing but in larger part because of the
difference between the growing size of
derivatives contracts and their netted
value, the latter being quantumly
smaller and more manageable.

Without liquidation procedures of
this nature, delays in the handling of
these contracts could spread to finan-
cial problems of one derivatives firm to
other companies which could be re-
quired to make payments on the other
side of a deal, but unable to imme-
diately collect on the other side.

This legislation, which has bipartisan
sponsorship and is strongly supported
by both the Federal Reserve and the
Treasury, may not seem important in
good times. But if there is a downturn
in the economy or a wrench in world
politics, its provisions become self-evi-
dently imperative.

In closing, I would like to thank the
chairman of the Committee on the Ju-
diciary and the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Commerce, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. BLILEY), for
their cooperation in allowing this bill
to come to the floor today. I include
for the RECORD an exchange of letters
between the Committee on Banking
and these committees.

I would also again like to thank the
minority, particularly the gentleman
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from New York (Mr. LAFALCE) and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BENTSEN),
whose expertise in these areas is sec-
ond to none on the committee.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE,

Washington, DC, September 6, 2000.
Hon. JIM LEACH,
Chairman, Committee on Banking and Finan-

cial Services, Washington, DC.
DEAR JIM: I am writing with regard to your

committee’s recent action on H.R. 1161, the
Financial Contract Netting Improvement
Act of 1999. As you know, the Committee on
Commerce was named as an additional com-
mittee of jurisdiction upon the bill’s intro-
duction based upon its jurisdiction over se-
curities and exchanges pursuant to Rule X of
the Rules of the House of Representatives.

Because of the importance of this legisla-
tion, I recognize your desire to bring it be-
fore the House in an expeditious manner, and
I will not exercise the Committee’s right to
further consideration of this legislation. By
agreeing to waive its consideration of the
bill, however, the Committee on Commerce
does not waive its jurisdiction of H.R. 1161.
In addition, the Committee on Commerce re-
serves its authority to seek conferees on any
provisions of the bill that are within its ju-
risdiction during any House-Senate con-
ference that may be convened on this or
similar legislation. I appreciate your com-
mitment to support any request by the Com-
merce Committee for conferees on H.R. 1161
or similar legislation.

I request that you include a copy of this
letter and your response in your committee
report on the bill and as part of the RECORD
during consideration of the legislation on
the House floor.

Thank you for your attention to these
matters.

Sincerely,
TOM BLILEY,

Chairman.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON BANKING AND FINAN-
CIAL SERVICES

Washington, DC, September 7, 2000.
Hon. TOM BLILEY,
Chairman, Committee on Commerce, Wash-

ington, DC.
DEAR TOM: I have received your letter con-

cerning H.R. 1161, which the Committee on
Banking and Financial Services on July 27,
2000, voted to favorably report to the House.
In your letter you indicate that the Com-
mittee on Commerce would agree not to seek
further consideration of H.R. 1161. I appre-
ciate your cooperation in this matter and
understand that the Commerce Committee’s
jurisdictional interest in this legislation is
not prejudiced by such cooperation. Pursu-
ant to your request I will include a copy of
your letter and my response in the report to
accompany H.R. 1161.

Thanks again for your assistance.
Sincerely,

JAMES A. LEACH,
Chairman.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, September 7, 2000.

Hon. JAMES A. LEACH,
Chairman, Committee on Banking and Finan-

cial Services, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEACH: I am writing in re-
gard to H.R. 1161, the Financial Contract
Netting Improvement Act of 1999. As you
know, the Committee on the Judiciary was
named as an additional committee of juris-
diction upon the introduction of H.R. 1161
pursuant to its jurisdiction over bankruptcy

law under Rule X of the Rules of the House.
The Judiciary Committee has jurisdictional
interests in sections 8, 11, 13 and 15 of this
bill.

The Judiciary Committee has no sub-
stantive objection to H.R. 1161 as ordered to
be reported by your Committee on July 27,
2000. It is my understanding that the bill as
ordered reported is substantively similar to
Title X of H.R. 833, the Bankruptcy Reform
Act of 1999, which the House passed, as
amended, on May 5, 1999. Therefore, in view
of the substantively similar language and in
the interest of expeditiously moving H.R.
1161 forward, the Judiciary Committee will
agree to be discharged from further consider-
ation of H.R. 1161. By agreeing not to exer-
cise its jurisdiction, the Judiciary Com-
mittee does not waive its jurisdictional in-
terest in this bill or similar legislation. This
agreement is based on the understanding
that the Judiciary Committee’s jurisdiction
will be protected through the appointment of
conferees should H.R. 1161 or a similar bill go
to conference. Further, I request that a copy
of this letter be included in the Congres-
sional Record as part of the floor debate on
this bill.

I appreciate your consideration of our in-
terest in this bill and look forward to work-
ing with you to secure its passage.

Sincerely yours,
HENRY J. HYDE,

Chairman.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON BANKING AND FINAN-
CIAL SERVICES,

Washington, DC, September 7, 2000.
Hon. HENRY J. HYDE,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, House

of Representatives, Washington, DC.
DEAR HENRY: This letter responds to your

correspondence, dated September 7, 2000,
concerning H.R. 1161, the Financial Contract
Netting Improvement Act of 1999, which was
jointly referred to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Financial Services and the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

I agree that the bill contains matter with-
in the Judiciary Committee’s jurisdiction
and I appreciate your Committee’s willing-
ness to be discharged from further consider-
ation of H.R. 1161 so that we may proceed to
the floor.

Pursuant to your request, a copy of your
letter will be included in the Congressional
Record during consideration of H.R. 1161.

Sincerely,
JAMES A. LEACH,

Chairman.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to commend the
efforts of the chairman, the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. LEACH), as well as the
gentleman from New York (Mr. LA-
FALCE), the ranking member, to insist
that this crucial legislation come to
the floor of the House today.

I also want to thank the chairman
and ranking members of the two com-
mittees of jurisdiction, the Committee
on Commerce and the Committee on
the Judiciary, for their roles in dis-
charging H.R. 1161 for today’s suspen-
sion calendar.

I do not believe there is any conten-
tion over the measure’s substance. The
House, as the chairman pointed out,
has enacted this legislation in the past.
The Committee on Banking has re-
ported the bill three times in this Con-
gress and once in the 105th Congress.

This is a bill that would enact into
law a priority recommendation of the
President’s Working Group on financial
markets.

b 1745
The absence of controversy should

not give a false impression of a lack of
urgency. Last Friday, in an unusual
joint letter the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, Mr. Summers, and the Federal Re-
serve Chairman, Mr. Greenspan, wrote
the majority and minority leadership
of both Houses urging adoption of H.R.
1161 during the remaining days of this
Congress; and I might add that we just
received the statement of administra-
tion policy strongly supporting passage
of H.R. 1161, and states that this is
something that, as I stated, the Presi-
dent’s Working Group on Financial
Markets favored which included not
only the Secretary of the Treasury and
the chairman of the Federal Reserve
but also the chairman of the Securities
and Exchange Commission and the
Commodities Futures Trading Commis-
sion.

The chairman of the Federal Reserve
and the Secretary, in their letter to
the leadership of the Congress, said
this bill would reduce the likelihood
that incidents such as the near collapse
of long-term capital management in
September 1998 would pose a broader
threat to our financial system.

Some in this Chamber might not viv-
idly recall the long-term capital man-
agement incident, but it sent shudders
through the financial world and could
have easily destabilized the world’s fi-
nancial system. The Federal Reserve
salvaged the company and luckily the
rescue it orchestrated kept the system
afloat. I do not believe, however, the
American financial system should be
dependent upon luck.

Last week, the House approved a con-
ceptually related bill when it reauthor-
ized the Commodity Exchange Act on
the suspension vote by 377–4. That bill,
in part, provided legal certainty for
swaps among healthy institutions. This
bill provides legal certainty for what is
owed when an institution becomes ter-
minal. By all reports, the difficulty in
transmitting this measure to the Presi-
dent is not in this House. It is in the
other Chamber. Substance, again, is
not the impediment. Rather, in the
other body this bill is entangled in an-
other highly controversial piece of leg-
islation which some in that Chamber
are refusing to unbundle in order to
pass the content of H.R. 1161. Failing to
enact this legislation this year is to
take a huge risk with domestic and
international finance and the stability
of our financial markets.

I hope that risk and the House action
today will send a powerful signal to the
other body that it must pass this legis-
lation, and I trust that they will do so.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from New Jersey (Mrs. ROU-
KEMA).
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(Mrs. ROUKEMA asked and was

given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. ROUKEMA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of H.R. 1161. I want to
associate myself with the statements
of the chairman with respect to the
benefits of this legislation.

Clearly, the primary purpose is to
minimize the systemic risk that is evi-
dent in our Nation’s financial system.
The bill serves to minimize that risk
that would occur when a counterparty
to a derivatives contract becomes in-
solvent. This legislation amends our
banking and bankruptcy insolvency
laws to allow netting to fulfill the con-
tracts of the financial and over-the-
counter derivatives instruments that
are often traded among large financial
institutions.

Mr. Speaker, this bill should have
strong bipartisan support, as it has in
the past and it should here today. It
must be said that in the last Congress,
the Committee on Banking and Finan-
cial Services reported this kind of leg-
islation out and it included netting
provisions; and additionally, as has
been noted, this Congress included
these provisions in a bankruptcy bill.
While I strongly support the enactment
of comprehensive bankruptcy reform
this year, it is my understanding that
that does not seem possible because of
some concerns on the Senate side, not
well founded in my opinion but never-
theless concerns; but I am most grate-
ful to the chairman for bringing this
component of the bill before us so that
we can pass this important bill and
deal with the netting provisions.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I want to ac-
knowledge and commend the chairman
of our Committee on Banking and Fi-
nancial Services for his exceptional
leadership. Not only did we get the
landmark and historic financial mod-
ernization bill through under his lead-
ership, but evidently here tonight we
are passing two additional excellent
pieces of legislation.

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to say, and
this may be the only bill I have ever
managed with the chairman of the
committee, I want to associate myself
with the remarks of the gentleman
from New York (Mr. LAFALCE) on the
previous bill in honoring the chairman
on his work. I have had the honor to
serve with him for 6 years on the Com-
mittee on Banking and Financial Serv-
ices while he has been the chairman.
He has been both a worthy teacher and
supporter and adversary and has al-
ways been very kind to me, and his
leadership is to be respected.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BENTSEN),
and I would only again reciprocate by
saying how much I have appreciated
working with him, and I would urge
support for this very important legisla-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Iowa (Mr. LEACH) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
1161, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4656, LAKE TAHOE BASIN
LAND CONVEYANCE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 634 and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 634
Resolved, That upon the adoption of this

resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House the bill (H.R. 4656) to authorize
the Forest Service to convey certain lands in
the Lake Tahoe Basin to the Washoe County
School District for use as an elementary
school site. All points of order against the
bill and against its consideration are waived.
The bill shall be considered as read for
amendment. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill to final pas-
sage without intervening motion except: (1)
one hour of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Resources;
and (2) one motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, for the purposes of debate
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes
to the gentlewoman from New York
(Ms. SLAUGHTER), pending which I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
During consideration of this resolu-
tion, all time yielded is for the pur-
poses of debate only.

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, House Resolution 634 is a
closed rule waiving all points of order
against H.R. 4656, the conveyance of
certain forest service land in the Lake
Tahoe Basin and against its consider-
ation. The rule provides 1 hour of de-
bate to be equally divided between the
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Resources.
The rule also provides one motion to
recommit with or without instruction.

H.R. 4656 authorizes the Secretary of
Agriculture to convey for fair market
value approximately 8.7 acres of Fed-
eral land in the Lake Tahoe Basin to
the Washoe County District for use as
an elementary school site. The bill pro-
vides that the land may be used only
for this purpose and that it would re-
vert back to the Federal Government if

used for any other purpose. The bill
was introduced by my friend, the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS), and
was considered by the House on Octo-
ber 10, 2000. Although the bill was sup-
ported by a considerable majority in
the House, it failed to receive the two-
thirds necessary for passage under the
suspension of the rules. The Congres-
sional Budget Office estimates that en-
actment of H.R. 4656 would have no sig-
nificant impact on the Federal budget.
Because the bill would affect direct
spending, pay-as-you-go procedures
would apply. However, CBO estimates
that such effects would be less than
$500,000 per year. H.R. 4656 does not
contain any intergovernmental or pri-
vate sector mandates as defined by the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act. Ac-
cordingly, Mr. Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support both the rule and
the underlying bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. HASTINGS) for yielding me the cus-
tomary half-hour, and I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this closed rule. This rule provides for
the consideration of a bill allowing the
Forest Service to sell environmentally
sensitive land at below market value to
an affluent school district in a Repub-
lican Member’s congressional district.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I realize that our
schools are overcrowded; but they are
overcrowded everywhere, from Boston
to Burbank, from Bismarck to Biloxi.

With this bill, Republicans are doing
a special favor for one school while my
Republican colleagues are ignoring
overcrowded schools everywhere else.

Mr. Speaker, American children de-
serve better. The Democrats’ number
one priority is the education of our
children. They deserve much more than
the crowded schools that are crumbling
down around them.

The average age of schools in the
United States is 42 years. Rather than
helping out one affluent school dis-
trict, my Republican colleagues should
be funding the Democrat initiative to
help all school districts; but this bill
will not do that, Mr. Speaker. Further-
more, this bill sells the taxpayers
short. It transfers land at far less than
its value. The land is worth between $2
million and $4 million and this bill will
sell it for $500,000. Rather than allow-
ing the gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER), the ranking member
of the Committee on Resources, to
offer his amendment selling the land
for its actual value, my colleagues are
proposing this closed rule that pro-
hibits amendments. Meanwhile, Mr.
Speaker, schools everywhere else are
scrambling for the funds to go expand
and modernize their buildings and get-
ting nothing from my colleagues on the
other side. The Republican budget nei-
ther provides nor guarantees funding
for urgent school repairs and no money
for school modernization bonds. Mr.
Speaker, it should.
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American children do deserve better.

I urge my colleagues to oppose this
rule.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Ne-
vada (Mr. GIBBONS), the author of the
underlying legislation.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, to my
colleague and friend, the gentleman
from the State of Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS), I want to also thank him
for his leadership and for allowing me
to speak on this rule today.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
for this rule, which will allow an open
debate on H.R. 4656 a bill which will
sell 8.7 acres of the Forest Service land
to Washoe County School District at
fair market value for the limited use as
an elementary school site. H.R. 4656 is
a product of much hard work, com-
promise and discussion and strikes a
careful balance that will benefit all
parties involved and provide over 400
students at Incline Village with a safe
and accommodating school facility.

b 1800

Local officials from both the school
district and the United States Forest
Service, as well as environmental
groups such as the League to Save
Lake Tahoe, have had an integral role
in crafting this important legislation.
As a result of this valuable local input,
this legislation is supported by the en-
tire Nevada congressional delegation,
as well as interested community
groups.

Most significantly, Mr. Speaker, H.R.
4656 is strongly supported by the par-
ents, teachers and the students of In-
cline Village. The present Incline Vil-
lage Elementary School was con-
structed in 1964 and can no longer meet
the needs of an increasing student pop-
ulation. The overcrowding problems
have become so severe that the school
must now place up to 40 children in
each classroom. There is simply no
room left to expand the current school,
and the only available land suitable for
a new school is the Federal land to be
sold to the county school district under
H.R. 4656.

Mr. Speaker, I say ‘‘sold,’’ not given
away, because the land will not be
given away for free, although this Con-
gress has done so for even Members on
the other side of the aisle recently in
the past for school construction. In-
stead, the school district will pay the
fair market value for the land for its
use as a school site. Yet I understand
the administration and my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle would like
to get 800 percent more for this land
than its appraised value would be as a
school site.

Mr. Speaker, this is just unconscion-
able to me, that the administration
wants to put such a high price on the
education of 400 children. I am com-
mitted to working to enhance the edu-
cational opportunities for the children

of Nevada, and this bill will allow 400
students the space to learn and grow in
a suitable school facility.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this fair rule and
the underlying bill.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER).

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman
for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4656 authorizes the
Secretary of Agriculture to convey for
fair market value approximately 8.7
acres of land in a parcel in the Tahoe
National Forest in Incline Village, Ne-
vada, to the Washoe County School
District for the use as an elementary
site. The parcel has been valued at be-
tween $2 million and $4 million. How-
ever, because of the deed restriction di-
recting the use of the school site or a
reversionary clause, the Forest Service
believes that the appraised value would
be reduced by 75 percent, or approxi-
mately $500,000.

This bill requires the proceeds of the
sale to be used for acquiring environ-
mentally sensitive land in Lake Tahoe.
This all sounds good, until you exam-
ine this deal.

The deed restriction, this land was
purchased because it is environ-
mentally-sensitive land. I realize that
there has been development around it,
but that was the purpose and the pri-
ority for which it was purchased by the
public. Now, because it has a deed re-
striction, they say that they want it
transferred to the school district for
$500,000, as opposed to fair market
value.

Well, if you are a school district and
you are using it for that purpose, and
that is the purpose of the deed restric-
tion, it is like getting a full-valued
piece of property, because that is all
you are going to use it for. But now we
have worked in a discount in this prop-
erty, and then we are told we can take
this $500,000 and we can take that and
go out and try to buy equally environ-
mentally-sensitive land somewhere
else in the Tahoe Basin, when in fact
we are talking about some of the most
expensive land in the State.

In many parts of the Tahoe Basin,
$500,000 will not buy you a 50-by-100
building lot, much less a school site or
environmentally-sensitive land or any-
thing else. The fact of the matter is
that this land is valuable for that very
reason, because either people want to
enjoy it for their own homes or rec-
reational benefits and/or because there
is so little land left in the Tahoe Basin,
given what we have to do.

Yesterday we passed a bill here to
spend $300 million of Federal taxpayer
monies to protect this very same basin,
and yet we are giving away environ-
mentally-sensitive land here, with the
belief that somehow we are going to re-
place it, and I object to that.

I think that this is a continuation of
a misuse of public resources, when in
fact the local entity has all of the
wherewithal to purchase the land at
fair market value. Certainly they
ought to purchase it for, at a min-
imum, what they just sold their own
school land for, which was, I guess,
about $850,000. They could take that
and buy this site, which they believe to
be a superior site, but they would rath-
er have a discount paid for by the Fed-
eral taxpayers.

The gentleman from Nevada sug-
gested that somehow this is the same
as other legislation that we have done.
The fact of the matter is that is not
the case, because in most instances, as
we do with little disagreement on a bi-
partisan basis, we transfer land from
the Federal Government to public
agencies all the time. In most in-
stances, that land is sort of generic
Federal land, if you will. It really in
some cases has no other value other
than to be transferred to a local agen-
cy, whether it is a city or a school dis-
trict or a sanitation district or what-
ever, as we have done now in a number
of instances in the Committee on Re-
sources.

But this bill is simply bad policy, and
it is bad economics for the taxpayer;
and I think it is bad for the environ-
ment in the Lake Tahoe Basin.

I think this bill also points out a con-
tinuing problem that we have in the
Committee on Resources; and although
this is not technically a land exchange,
it is part of the same parcel where,
once again, we just continue to dip into
the Federal land base and we parcel it
out on less than a fair market value,
less than equal basis, when we engage
in land exchanges.

This committee and the Congress was
just recently again put on notice by
the General Accounting Office as to the
problems that we are having in these
exchanges. A number of them exist in
the gentleman’s home State, where the
Federal Government, through, I think,
bad policy on behalf of the Forest Serv-
ice and the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, but especially the Bureau of
Land Management, has engaged in real
estate practices on behalf of the tax-
payer, where the taxpayer ought to
just scream to high heaven that they
want a new real estate agent.

We have seen properties that have
been flipped on the same day of sale,
where the Federal Government got its
‘‘value’’ of $763,000 in Nevada, only to
find out that the same day that prop-
erty was resold for $4.5 million. In an-
other instance we got the ‘‘value’’ of
$504,000, only to have that property
sold for $1 million the very same day. I
think it calls into question.

So when the Forest Service makes a
determination that because this land
has a deed restriction, but it happens
to be a deed restriction that allows you
to use it exactly for that purpose, of a
school, of which you want it, land
which you cannot find suitably else-
where, for the Forest Service now to
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step forward with a straight face and
suggest that the value of this 8.5 acres
of land in the middle of Incline Village,
somehow the value here is $500,000, is
simply not true. If the school district
went out on the open market and
sought to purchase 8.5 acres in the
Tahoe Basin, the land value would ex-
ceed $500,000 in any instance.

For those reasons, I think that the
Congress ought to reject this legisla-
tion. This is not a declaration against
all land swaps, because we have done
land swaps, we have done land ex-
changes and done outright grants of
land, as we did yesterday in a number
of instances. But in those cases, the
value of the land was essentially de
minimis, other than the purpose for
which some local agency wanted to put
it to use.

So I think at some point you have
got to cry ‘‘halt’’ here to having the
Federal taxpayer just continuing to
subsidize these kinds of arrangements,
where in fact we simply cannot look
our constituents in the face and sug-
gest to them we got fair value or in
any way did we get market value.

The fact of the matter was that the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
SMITH) tried to offer an amendment to
provide for fair market value. That was
rejected in the committee, and now we
are operating under a closed rule so
that he cannot offer that amendment
so that we will have an opportunity to
find out whether or not we can get fair
market value for the taxpayers in the
use of this land for the school district.

I think that would be a much fairer
way to go, but it is obvious that the
proponents of this legislation do not
want to engage in that public process
of determining fair market value. They
simply want the Forest Service, which
I might add, the proponents here who
show such great support for the Forest
Service evaluation are the same people
who are usually beating the hell out of
the Forest Service on a daily basis, but
all of a sudden they become out-
standing appraisers of the public land
in the Tahoe Basin. But I guess it is
the end of the session.

Mr. Speaker, I would hope Members
would vote against this rule and that
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
SMITH) would get an opportunity to
offer his amendment, and we could
square the books on behalf of the tax-
payer.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I have no further requests for
time, I yield back the balance of my
time, and I move the previous question
on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

SHIMKUS). The question is on the reso-
lution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a

quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

After this 15-minute vote on House
Resolution 634, pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, the Chair will resume pro-
ceedings on—and will reduce to 5 min-
utes the minimum time for electronic
voting on—two of the motions to sus-
pend the rules debated earlier today on
which the yeas and nays were ordered,
to wit:

(1) House Concurrent Resolution 414;
and

(2) H.R. 4271.
Other questions on which proceedings

were postponed earlier today will re-
sume tomorrow.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 196, nays
181, not voting 55, as follows:

[Roll No. 541]

YEAS—196

Aderholt
Archer
Armey
Bachus
Baker
Ballenger
Barr
Barrett (NE)
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bereuter
Berkley
Biggert
Bliley
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bono
Brady (TX)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Canady
Cannon
Chabot
Chambliss
Coble
Coburn
Collins
Combest
Cook
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Crane
Cunningham
Davis (VA)
DeMint
Diaz-Balart
Doolittle
Dreier
Dunn
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
English
Everett
Ewing
Foley
Fossella
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Goodlatte

Goodling
Goss
Graham
Granger
Greenwood
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill (MT)
Hobson
Hoekstra
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Isakson
Istook
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kasich
Kelly
Kildee
Kingston
Knollenberg
Kuykendall
LaHood
Largent
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas (OK)
Manzullo
Martinez
McCrery
McHugh
McInnis
McKeon
Metcalf
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Morella
Myrick
Nethercutt
Northup
Norwood
Ose
Oxley
Packard
Paul
Pease
Peterson (MN)

Petri
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Pombo
Porter
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Reynolds
Riley
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roukema
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Salmon
Sanford
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Skeen
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Spence
Stearns
Stump
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tauzin
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Tiahrt
Toomey
Traficant
Upton
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Watkins
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)

Weller
Whitfield

Wicker
Wilson

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NAYS—181

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baca
Baird
Baldacci
Baldwin
Barcia
Barrett (WI)
Bentsen
Berman
Berry
Bishop
Blagojevich
Blumenauer
Bonior
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Condit
Conyers
Coyne
Cramer
Cummings
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeLauro
Deutsch
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doyle
Edwards
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Filner
Ford
Frank (MA)
Frost
Gejdenson
Gephardt
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green (TX)
Gutierrez
Hill (IN)

Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
Kleczka
Kucinich
LaFalce
Lampson
Lantos
Larson
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meeks (NY)
Millender-

McDonald
Miller, George
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (VA)
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pelosi
Phelps
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Rush
Sabo
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Schakowsky
Scott
Serrano
Sherman
Shows
Sisisky
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stenholm
Strickland
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thurman
Tierney
Towns
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Velazquez
Waters
Watt (NC)
Waxman
Wexler
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn

NOT VOTING—55

Becerra
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Campbell
Castle
Chenoweth-Hage
Crowley
Cubin
Danner
Deal
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLay
Dickey
Duncan
Engel

Fattah
Fletcher
Forbes
Fowler
Franks (NJ)
Gilman
Goode
Green (WI)
Hall (OH)
Hastings (FL)
Hilleary
Hyde
John
King (NY)
Klink
Kolbe
Lazio
Lewis (CA)
McCollum

McIntosh
Meek (FL)
Menendez
Mica
Ney
Nussle
Peterson (PA)
Shaw
Shays
Stupak
Talent
Visclosky
Watts (OK)
Weiner
Weygand
Wise
Wolf

b 1832

Messrs. THOMPSON of California,
DAVIS of Illinois, MORAN of Virginia,
GEPHARDT and LaFALCE changed
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’

So the resolution was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
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Stated for:
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.

541, I was detained by an accident which
forced me to miss my flight to Washington,
DC. Had I been present, I would have voted
‘‘yea.’’

f

RELATING TO REESTABLISHMENT
OF REPRESENTATIVE GOVERN-
MENT IN AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). The pending business is the
question of suspending the rules and
agreeing to the concurrent resolution,
H. Con. Res. 414, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
GILMAN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 414, as amended, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 381, nays 0,
not voting 51, as follows:

[Roll No. 542]

YEAS—381

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Allen
Andrews
Archer
Armey
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett (NE)
Barrett (WI)
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bishop
Blagojevich
Bliley
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (TX)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Canady
Cannon
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson
Chabot
Chambliss
Clay
Clayton
Clement

Clyburn
Coble
Coburn
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cook
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (VA)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Filner
Fletcher
Foley
Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest

Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Goodling
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (TX)
Greenwood
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill (IN)
Hill (MT)
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Inslee
Isakson
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
Kingston

Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuykendall
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Lantos
Largent
Larson
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Martinez
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meeks (NY)
Metcalf
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Northup
Norwood
Oberstar

Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Ose
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood

Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simpson
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Waxman
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—51

Becerra
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Campbell
Castle
Chenoweth-Hage
Crowley
Cubin
Danner
Deal
Delahunt
DeLay
Dickey
Duncan

Engel
Fattah
Forbes
Fowler
Franks (NJ)
Goode
Green (WI)
Hastings (FL)
Hilleary
Houghton
Hyde
John
King (NY)
Klink
Kolbe
Lazio
Lewis (CA)

McCollum
McIntosh
Meek (FL)
Menendez
Mica
Ney
Nussle
Peterson (PA)
Shaw
Stupak
Talent
Visclosky
Watts (OK)
Weiner
Weygand
Wise
Wolf

b 1846

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution, as amended,
was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Earlier today, the Chair an-
nounced that he would postpone pro-
ceedings on a number of motions to
suspend the rules until tomorrow. The
Chair now announces that he will re-
sume proceedings tonight on some of
those questions as, follows:

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, after
a 5-minute vote on H.R. 4271, the Chair
will put the question on the following
motions to suspend the rules on which
further proceedings were postponed
earlier today in the order in which that
motion was entertained.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

S. 1752, de novo;
S. 1474, de novo;
S. Con. Res. 114, de novo;
S. 698, de novo;
S. 1438, de novo;
H.R. 5478, de novo;
S. 2749, de novo; and
H.R. 5375, de novo.
The Chair will continue to reduce to

5 minutes the time for each electronic
vote in this series.

f

NATIONAL SCIENCE EDUCATION
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 4271, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
4271, as amended, on which the yeas
and nays are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 215, nays
156, answered ‘‘present’’ 4, not voting
57, as follows:

[Roll No. 543]

YEAS—215

Aderholt
Allen
Armey
Bachus
Baker
Ballenger
Barcia
Barrett (NE)
Barrett (WI)
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bereuter
Berkley
Biggert
Bishop
Blagojevich
Bliley
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (TX)
Bryant
Burr

Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Canady
Cannon
Chabot
Chambliss
Coble
Collins
Combest
Cook
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Cunningham
Davis (VA)
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Dunn
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
English
Everett
Ewing

Fletcher
Foley
Fossella
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Goodlatte
Goodling
Goss
Graham
Granger
Greenwood
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Herger
Hill (MT)
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
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Holden
Holt
Horn
Houghton
Hulshof
Hutchinson
Inslee
Isakson
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Kasich
Kelly
Kingston
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kuykendall
LaFalce
LaHood
Largent
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
Lucas (OK)
Maloney (CT)
Martinez
McCrery
McHugh
McInnis
McIntyre
McKeon
McNulty
Metcalf
Miller (FL)
Mollohan

Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Myrick
Nethercutt
Northup
Norwood
Obey
Olver
Ose
Oxley
Packard
Pascrell
Pease
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Pombo
Porter
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Reynolds
Riley
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Salmon
Saxton
Scarborough
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shays

Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Skeen
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Spence
Stabenow
Stearns
Sununu
Sweeney
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Traficant
Udall (CO)
Upton
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Watkins
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NAYS—156

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Andrews
Archer
Baca
Baird
Baldacci
Baldwin
Bentsen
Berman
Berry
Blumenauer
Bonior
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Condit
Conyers
Coyne
Crane
Cummings
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DeMint
Deutsch
Dicks
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Edwards
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Filner
Ford
Frank (MA)
Frost
Gejdenson
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green (TX)
Hefley
Hill (IN)
Hilliard

Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Jefferson
Jones (OH)
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
Kucinich
Lampson
Lantos
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Luther
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McDermott
McGovern
McKinney
Meehan
Meeks (NY)
Millender-

McDonald
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Morella
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Oberstar
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pastor
Paul

Payne
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Rush
Sabo
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Scott
Serrano
Sherman
Shows
Sisisky
Skelton
Slaughter
Spratt
Stark
Stenholm
Strickland
Tancredo
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Turner
Udall (NM)
Velazquez
Waters
Watt (NC)
Waxman
Wexler
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—4

Coburn Jackson-Lee
(TX)

Johnson, E. B.
Larson

NOT VOTING—57

Barr
Becerra
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Burton
Campbell
Castle
Chenoweth-Hage
Crowley
Cubin
Danner
Deal
Delahunt
DeLay
Dickey
Duncan

Engel
Fattah
Forbes
Fowler
Franks (NJ)
Goode
Green (WI)
Gutierrez
Hastings (FL)
Hilleary
Hunter
Hyde
John
King (NY)
Klink
Kolbe
Lazio
Lewis (CA)
McCollum

McIntosh
Meek (FL)
Menendez
Mica
Ney
Nussle
Peterson (PA)
Pickett
Roukema
Shaw
Stump
Stupak
Talent
Visclosky
Watts (OK)
Weiner
Weygand
Wise
Wolf

b 1857

Mr. LUTHER changed his vote from
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’

Mr. OLVER and Mr. QUINN changed
their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’

So (two-thirds not having voted in
favor thereof) the motion was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably
detained and could not vote on rollcalls Nos.
541, 542 and 543. Had I been present, I
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ for each measure.

f

COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2000

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 1752.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 1752.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

b 1900

PALMETTO BEND CONVEYANCE
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). The pending business is the
question of suspending the rules and
passing the Senate bill, S. 1474.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 1474.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

RECOGNIZING LIBERTY MEMORIAL
IN KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI, AS
NATIONAL WORLD WAR I SYM-
BOL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and concurring in the
Senate concurrent resolution, S. Con.
Res. 114.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
concurrent resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
concur in the Senate concurrent reso-
lution, S. Con. Res. 114.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate concurrent resolution was con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

REVIEW OF COSTS OF HIGH ALTI-
TUDE RECOVERIES IN DENALI
NATIONAL PARK, ALASKA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 698.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 698.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds of those present having voted in
favor thereof) the rules were suspended
and the Senate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

NATIONAL LAW ENFORCEMENT
MUSEUM ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 1438.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 1438.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

AUTHORIZING RELOCATION OF
HOME OF ALEXANDER HAMILTON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 5478.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
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the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 5478.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

CALIFORNIA TRAIL INTERPRETIVE
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 2749, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 2749, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds of those present having voted in
favor thereof) the rules were suspended
and the Senate bill, as amended, was
passed.

The title of the Senate bill was
amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to estab-
lish the California Trail Interpretive
Center in Elko, Nevada, to facilitate
the interpretation of the history of de-
velopment and use of trails in the set-
tling of the western portion of the
United States, and for other pur-
poses.’’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

ERIE CANALWAY NATIONAL
HERITAGE CORRIDOR ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 5375, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 5375, as amended.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
on Thursday, October 12, I was un-
avoidably detained in my district and
missed rollcall votes 527 through 530. I
would like the RECORD to reflect that,
had I been present, I would have voted
yes on rollcall vote 527, yes on rollcall
vote 528, no on rollcall vote 529, and yes
on rollcall vote 530.

And, Mr. Speaker, on Thursday, Oc-
tober 19, I was also unavoidably de-
tained and missed rollcall vote 540. I
would like the RECORD to reflect that,
had I been present, I would have voted
aye on rollcall vote 540.

f

BRING THEM HOME ALIVE ACT OF
2000

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s table the Senate bill (S.
484) to provide for the granting of ref-
ugee status in the United States to na-
tionals of certain foreign countries in
which American Vietnam War POW/
MIAs or American Korean War POW/
MIAs may be present, if those nation-
als assist in the return to the United
States of those POW/MIAs alive, and
ask for its immediate consideration in
the House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to object,
and I will not object, I ask the gen-
tleman from Texas for an explanation.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentlewoman yield?

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I yield
to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding,
and let me explain the purpose of this
bill.

It would grant refugee status to for-
eign nationals who personally deliver a
living American POW/MIA from either
the Vietnam War or the Korean War to
the United States. This bill is the good
work of Senator BEN NIGHTHORSE
CAMPBELL and our colleague, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY),
and I hope that that answers the gen-
tlewoman’s question about the con-
tents of the bill.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, reclaiming my time, I thank
the gentleman very much. Let me add
my support to the legislation. I believe
that the explanation is satisfactory.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-

lows:
S. 484

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Bring Them
Home Alive Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 2. AMERICAN VIETNAM WAR POW/MIA ASY-

LUM PROGRAM.
(a) ASYLUM FOR ELIGIBLE ALIENS.—Not-

withstanding any other provision of law, the
Attorney General shall grant refugee status
in the United States to any alien described
in subsection (b), upon the application of
that alien.

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—Refugee status shall be
granted under subsection (a) to—

(1) any alien who—
(A) is a national of Vietnam, Cambodia,

Laos, China, or any of the independent states
of the former Soviet Union; and

(B) personally delivers into the custody of
the United States Government a living
American Vietnam War POW/MIA; and

(2) any parent, spouse, or child of an alien
described in paragraph (1).

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) AMERICAN VIETNAM WAR POW/MIA.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in

subparagraph (B), the term ‘‘American Viet-
nam War POW/MIA’’ means an individual—

(i) who is a member of a uniformed service
(within the meaning of section 101(3) of title
37, United States Code) in a missing status
(as defined in section 551(2) of such title and
this subsection) as a result of the Vietnam
War; or

(ii) who is an employee (as defined in sec-
tion 5561(2) of title 5, United States Code) in
a missing status (as defined in section 5561(5)
of such title) as a result of the Vietnam War.

(B) EXCLUSION.—Such term does not in-
clude an individual with respect to whom it
is officially determined under section 552(c)
of title 37, United States Code, that such in-
dividual is officially absent from such indi-
vidual’s post of duty without authority.

(2) MISSING STATUS.—The term ‘‘missing
status’’, with respect to the Vietnam War,
means the status of an individual as a result
of the Vietnam War if immediately before
that status began the individual—

(A) was performing service in Vietnam; or
(B) was performing service in Southeast

Asia in direct support of military operations
in Vietnam.

(3) VIETNAM WAR.—The term ‘‘Vietnam
War’’ means the conflict in Southeast Asia
during the period that began on February 28,
1961, and ended on May 7, 1975.
SEC. 3. AMERICAN KOREAN WAR POW/MIA ASY-

LUM PROGRAM.
(a) ASYLUM FOR ELIGIBLE ALIENS.—Not-

withstanding any other provision of law, the
Attorney General shall grant refugee status
in the United States to any alien described
in subsection (b), upon the application of
that alien.

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—Refugee status shall be
granted under subsection (a) to—

(1) any alien—
(A) who is a national of North Korea,

China, or any of the independent states of
the former Soviet Union; and

(B) who personally delivers into the cus-
tody of the United States Government a liv-
ing American Korean War POW/MIA; and

(2) any parent, spouse, or child of an alien
described in paragraph (1).

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) AMERICAN KOREAN WAR POW/MIA.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in

subparagraph (B), the term ‘‘American Ko-
rean War POW/MIA’’ means an individual—

(i) who is a member of a uniformed service
(within the meaning of section 101(3) of title
37, United States Code) in a missing status
(as defined in section 551(2) of such title and
this subsection) as a result of the Korean
War; or

(ii) who is an employee (as defined in sec-
tion 5561(2) of title 5, United States Code) in
a missing status (as defined in section 5561(5)
of such title) as a result of the Korean War.

(B) EXCLUSION.—Such term does not in-
clude an individual with respect to whom it
is officially determined under section 552(c)
of title 37, United States Code, that such in-
dividual is officially absent from such indi-
vidual’s post of duty without authority.

(2) KOREAN WAR.—The term ‘‘Korean War’’
means the conflict on the Korean peninsula
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during the period that began on June 27, 1950,
and ended January 31, 1955.

(3) MISSING STATUS.—The term ‘‘missing
status’’, with respect to the Korean War,
means the status of an individual as a result
of the Korean War if immediately before
that status began the individual—

(A) was performing service in the Korean
peninsula; or

(B) was performing service in Asia in direct
support of military operations in the Korean
peninsula.
SEC. 4. BROADCASTING INFORMATION ON THE

‘‘BRING THEM HOME ALIVE’’ PRO-
GRAM.

(a) REQUIREMENT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The International Broad-

casting Bureau shall broadcast, through
WORLDNET Television and Film Service
and Radio, VOA–TV, VOA Radio, or other-
wise, information that promotes the ‘‘Bring
Them Home Alive’’ refugee program under
this Act to foreign countries covered by
paragraph (2).

(2) COVERED COUNTRIES.—The foreign coun-
tries covered by paragraph (1) are—

(A) Vietnam, Cambodia, Laos, China, and
North Korea; and

(B) Russia and the other independent
states of the former Soviet Union.

(b) LEVEL OF PROGRAMMING.—The Inter-
national Broadcasting Bureau shall
broadcast—

(1) at least 20 hours of the programming
described in subsection (a)(1) during the 30-
day period that begins 15 days after the date
of enactment of this Act; and

(2) at least 10 hours of the programming
described in subsection (a)(1) in each cal-
endar quarter during the period beginning
with the first calendar quarter that begins
after the date of enactment of this Act and
ending five years after the date of enactment
of this Act.

(c) AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION ON THE
INTERNET.—International Broadcasting Bu-
reau shall ensure that information regarding
the ‘‘Bring Them Home Alive’’ refugee pro-
gram under this Act is readily available on
the World Wide Web sites of the Bureau.

(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that RFE/RL, Incorporated, Radio
Free Asia, and any other recipient of Federal
grants that engages in international broad-
casting to the countries covered by sub-
section (a)(2) should broadcast information
similar to the information required to be
broadcast by subsection (a)(1).

(e) DEFINITION.—The term ‘‘International
Broadcasting Bureau’’ means the Inter-
national Broadcasting Bureau of the United
States Information Agency or, on and after
the effective date of title XIII of the Foreign
Affairs Reform and Restructuring Act of 1998
(as contained in division G of Public Law
105–277), the International Broadcasting Bu-
reau of the Broadcasting Board of Governors.
SEC. 5. INDEPENDENT STATES OF THE FORMER

SOVIET UNION DEFINED.
In this Act, the term ‘‘independent states

of the former Soviet Union’’ has the meaning
given the term in section 3 of the FREEDOM
Support Act (22 U.S.C. 5801).

The Senate bill was ordered to be
read a third time, and passed, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

f

FOR THE RELIEF OF PERSIAN
GULF EVACUEES

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 3646)
for the relief of certain Persian Gulf
evacuees, with a Senate amendment

thereto, and concur in the Senate
amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The Clerk read the Senate amend-

ment, as follows:
Senate amendment:
Strike out all after the enacting clause and

insert:
SECTION 1. ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS FOR CER-

TAIN PERSIAN GULF EVACUEES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General shall

adjust the status of each alien referred to in
subsection (b) to that of an alien lawfully ad-
mitted for permanent residence if the alien—

(1) applies for such adjustment;
(2) has been physically present in the United

States for at least 1 year and is physically
present in the United States on the date the ap-
plication for such adjustment is filed;

(3) is admissible to the United States as an im-
migrant, except as provided in subsection (c);
and

(4) pays a fee (determined by the Attorney
General) for the processing of such application.

(b) ALIENS ELIGIBLE FOR ADJUSTMENT OF STA-
TUS.—The benefits provided in subsection (a)
shall apply to the following aliens:

(1) Waddah Al-Zireeni, Enas Al-Zireeni, and
Anwaar Al-Zireeni.

(2) Salah Mohamed Abu Eljibat, Ghada
Mohamed Abu Eljibat, and Tareq Salah Abu
Eljibat.

(3) Jehad Mustafa, Amal Mustafa, and Raed
Mustafa.

(4) Shaher M. Abed.
(5) Zaid H. Khan and Nadira P. Khan.
(6) Rawhi M. Abu Tabanja, Basima Fareed

Abu Tabanja, and Mohammed Rawhi Abu
Tabanja.

(7) Reuben P. D’Silva, Anne P. D’Silva,
Natasha Andrew Collette D’Silva, and Agnes
D’Silva.

(8) Abbas I. Bhikhapurawala, Nafisa
Bhikhapurawala, and Tasnim
Bhikhapurawala.

(9) Fayez Sharif Ezzir, Abeer Muharram
Ezzir, Sharif Fayez Ezzir, and Mohammed
Fayez Ezzir.

(10) Issam Musleh, Nadia Khader, and Duaa
Musleh.

(11) Ahmad Mohammad Khalil, Mona Khalil,
and Sally Khalil.

(12) Husam Al-Khadrah and Kathleen Al-
Khadrah.

(13) Nawal M. Hajjawi.
(14) Isam S. Naser and Samar I. Naser.
(15) Amalia Arsua.
(16) Feras Taha, Bernardina Lopez-Taha, and

Yousef Taha.
(17) Mahmood M. Alessa and Nadia Helmi

Abusoud.
(18) Emad R. Jawwad.
(19) Mohammed Ata Alawamleh, Zainab

Abueljebain, and Nizar Alawamleh.
(20) Yacoub Ibrahim and Wisam Ibrahim.
(21) Tareq S. Shehadah and Inas S.

Shehadah.
(22) Basim A. Al-Ali and Nawal B. Al-Ali.
(23) Hael Basheer Atari and Hanaa Al

Moghrabi.
(24) Fahim N. Mahmoud, Firnal Mahmoud,

Alla Mahmoud, and Ahmad Mahmoud.
(25) Tareq A. Attari.
(26) Azmi A. Mukahal, Wafa Mukahal,

Yasmin A. Mukahal, and Ahmad A. Mukahal.
(27) Nabil Ishaq El-Hawwash, Amal Nabil El

Hawwash, and Ishaq Nabil El-Hawwash.
(28) Samir Ghalayini, Ismat F. Abujaber, and

Wasef Ghalayini.
(29) Iman Mallah, Rana Mallah, and

Mohanned Mallah.
(30) Mohsen Mahmoud and Alia Mahmoud.
(31) Nijad Abdelrahman, Najwa Yousef

Abdelrahman, and Faisal Abdelrahman.
(32) Nezam Mahdawi, Sohad Mahdawi, and

Bassam Mahdawi.
(33) Khalid S. Mahmoud and Fawziah

Mahmoud.

(34) Wael I. Saymeh, Zatelhimma N. Al
Sahafie, Duaa W. Saymeh, and Ahmad W.
Saymeh.

(35) Ahmed Mohammed Jawdat Anis Naji.
(36) Sesinando P. Suaverdez, Maria Cristina

Sylvia P. Suaverdez, and Sesinando Paguio
Suaverdez II.

(37) Hanan Said and Yasmin Said.
(38) Hani Salem, Manal Salem, Tasnim Salem,

and Suleiman Salem.
(39) Ihsan Mohammed Adwan, Hanan Mo-

hammed Adwan, Maha Adwan, Nada M.
Adwan, Reem Adwan, and Lina A. Adwan.

(40) Ziyad Al Ajjouri and Dima Al Ajjouri.
(41) Essam K. Taha.
(42) Salwa S. Beshay, Alexan L. Basta, Rehan

Basta, and Sherif Basta.
(43) Latifa Hussin, Anas Hussin, Ahmed

Hussin, Ayman Hussin, and Assma Hussin.
(44) Farah Bader Shaath and Rawan Bader

Shaath.
(45) Bassam Barqawi and Amal Barqawi.
(46) Nabil Abdel Raoof Maswadeh.
(47) Nizam I. Wattar and Mohamed Ihssan

Wattar.
(48) Wail F. Shbib and Ektimal Shbib.
(49) Reem Rushdi Salman and Rasha Talat

Salman.
(50) Khalil A. Awadalla and Eman K.

Awadalla.
(51) Nabil A. Alyadak, Majeda Sheta, Iman

Alyadak, and Wafa Alyadak.
(52) Mohammed A. Ariqat, Hitaf M. Ariqat,

Ruba Ariqat, Renia Ariqat, and Reham Ariqat.
(53) Hazem A. Al-Masri.
(54) Tawfiq M. Al-Taher and Rola T. Al-

Taher.
(55) Nadeem Mirza.
(c) WAIVER OF CERTAIN GROUNDS FOR INAD-

MISSIBILITY.—The provisions of paragraphs (4),
(5), and (7)(A) of section 212(a) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act shall not apply to ad-
justment of status under this Act.

(d) OFFSET IN NUMBER OF VISAS AVAILABLE.—
Upon each granting to an alien of the status of
having been lawfully admitted for permanent
residence under this section, the Secretary of
State shall instruct the proper officer to reduce
by one, during the current or next following fis-
cal year, the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the coun-
try of the alien’s birth under section 203(a) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act or, if ap-
plicable, the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the coun-
try of the alien’s birth under section 202(e) of
such Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to object,
and I will not object, I would ask the
gentleman from Texas for an expla-
nation.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentlewoman yield?

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I yield
to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend from Texas for yield-
ing.

H.R. 3646 would allow certain individ-
uals we evacuated from Kuwait in 1990
during the Persian Gulf War to become
permanent residents of the United
States.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, reclaiming my time, I thank
the gentleman very much. That was a
tragic war and certainly one that
brought about a number of evacuees. I
am very delighted that we are respond-
ing to their need and as well to bring
closure to this period in our lives.
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Further reserving the right to object,

I yield to the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL).

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from Texas for yield-
ing to me, and certainly want to com-
mend her as the ranking member and
the gentleman from Texas, the chair-
man of the subcommittee, for their
help on this legislation that I intro-
duced.

Both of my colleagues from Texas
have adequately explained the bill, and
I certainly commend them for their
sense of fairness and justice on this
legislation.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman from West Virginia for his very
hard work.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of
objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
f

ESTABLISHING TASK FORCE TO
RECOMMEND APPROPRIATE REC-
OGNITION FOR SLAVE LABORERS
WHO WORKED ON CONSTRUCTION
OF U.S. CAPITOL

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the Senate concurrent
resolution (S. Con. Res. 130) estab-
lishing a special task force to rec-
ommend an appropriate recognition for
the slave laborers who worked on the
construction of the United States Cap-
itol, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
concurrent resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the Senate concur-

rent resolution, as follows:
S. CON. RES. 130

Whereas the United States Capitol stands
as a symbol of democracy, equality, and free-
dom to the entire world;

Whereas the year 2000 marks the 200th an-
niversary of the opening of this historic
structure for the first session of Congress to
be held in the new Capital City;

Whereas slavery was not prohibited
throughout the United States until the rati-
fication of the 13th amendment to the Con-
stitution in 1865;

Whereas previous to that date, African
American slave labor was both legal and
common in the District of Columbia and the
adjoining States of Maryland and Virginia;

Whereas public records attest to the fact
that African American slave labor was used
in the construction of the United States Cap-
itol;

Whereas public records further attest to
the fact that the five-dollar-per-month pay-
ment for that African American slave labor
was made directly to slave owners and not to
the laborer; and

Whereas African Americans made signifi-
cant contributions and fought bravely for

freedom during the American Revolutionary
War: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That—

(1) the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the President pro tempore of the
Senate shall establish a special task force to
study the history and contributions of these
slave laborers in the construction of the
United States Capitol; and

(2) such special task force shall recommend
to the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the President pro tempore of the
Senate an appropriate recognition for these
slave laborers which could be displayed in a
prominent location in the United States Cap-
itol.

The Senate concurrent resolution
was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

AUTHORIZING PRINTING OF ‘‘THE
UNITED STATES CAPITOL’’

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of
the Senate concurrent resolution (S.
Con. Res. 141) to authorize the printing
of copies of the publication entitled
‘‘The United States Capitol’’ as a Sen-
ate document, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
concurrent resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the Senate concur-

rent resolution, as follows:
S. CON. RES. 141

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That (a) a revised
edition of the publication entitled ‘‘The
United States Capitol’’ (referred to as ‘‘the
pamphlet’’) shall be reprinted as a Senate
document.

(b) There shall be printed a total of
2,850,000 copies of the pamphlet in English
and seven other languages at a cost not to
exceed $165,900 for distribution as follows:

(1)(A) 206,000 copies of the pamphlet in the
English language for the use of the Senate
with 2,000 copies distributed to each Member;

(B) 886,000 copies of the pamphlet in the
English language for the use of the House of
Representatives with 2,000 copies distributed
to each Member; and

(C) 1,758,000 copies of the pamphlet for dis-
tribution to the Capitol Guide Service in the
following languages:

(i) 908,000 copies in English;
(ii) 100,000 copies in each of the following

seven languages: Spanish, German, French,
Russian, Japanese, Italian, and Korean; and

(iii) 150,000 copies in Chinese.
(2) If the total printing and production

costs of copies in paragraph (1) exceed
$165,900, such number of copies of the pam-
phlet as does not exceed total printing and
production costs of $165,900, shall be printed
with distribution to be allocated in the same
proportion as in paragraph (1) as it relates to
numbers of copies in the English language.

The Senate concurrent resolution
was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

b 1915

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Earlier today, the Chair an-
nounced that he would postpone pro-
ceedings on a number of motions to
suspend the rules until tomorrow. The
Chair now announces that he will re-
sume proceedings tonight after consid-
eration of H.R. 4656 on all de novo ques-
tions but will postpone any further re-
quests for recorded votes thereon.

f

LAKE TAHOE BASIN LAND
CONVEYANCE

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 634, I call up the
bill (H.R. 4656) to authorize the Forest
Service to convey certain lands in the
Lake Tahoe Basin to the Washoe Coun-
ty School District for use as an ele-
mentary school site, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of H.R. 4656 is as follows:

H.R. 4656
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN FOREST

SERVICE LAND IN THE LAKE TAHOE
BASIN.

(a) CONVEYANCE.—Upon application, the
Secretary of Agriculture, acting through the
Chief of the Forest Service, may convey to
the Washoe County School District all right,
title, and interest of the United States in the
property described as a portion of the North-
west quarter of Section 15, Township 16
North, Range 18 East, M.D.B. & M., more
particularly described as Parcel 1 of Parcel
Map No. 426 for Boise Cascade, filed in the of-
fice of the Washoe County Recorder, State of
Nevada, on May 19, 1977, as file No. 465601, Of-
ficial Records.

(b) REVIEW OF APPLICATION.—When the
Secretary receives an application to convey
the property under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall make a final determination
whether or not to convey such property be-
fore the end of the 180-day period beginning
on the date of the receipt of the application.

(c) USE; REVERSION.—The conveyance of
the property under subsection (a) shall be for
the sole purpose of the construction of an el-
ementary school on the property. The prop-
erty conveyed shall revert to the United
States if the property is used for a purpose
other than as an elementary school site.

(d) CONSIDERATION BASED ON REQUIREMENT
TO USE FOR LIMITED PUBLIC PURPOSES.—The
Secretary shall determine the amount of any
consideration required for the conveyance of
property under this section based on the fair
market value of the property when it is sub-
ject to the restriction on use under sub-
section (c).

(e) PROCEEDS.—The proceeds from the con-
veyance of the property under subsection (a)
shall be available to the Secretary without
further appropriation and shall remain avail-
able until expended for the purpose of acquir-
ing environmentally sensitive land in the
Lake Tahoe Basin pursuant to section 3 of
the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to provide for the
orderly disposal of certain Federal lands in
Nevada and for the acquisition of certain
other lands in the Lake Tahoe Basin, and for
other purposes’’, approved December 23, 1980
(94 Stat. 3381; commonly known as the
‘‘Santini-Burton Act’’).
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(f) APPLICABLE LAW.—Except as otherwise

provided in this section, any sale of National
Forest System land under this section shall
be subject to the laws (including regulations)
applicable to the conveyance of National
Forest System lands.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. UDALL) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS), the author
of this legislation, be permitted to con-
trol the time on this side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Utah?

There was no objection.
Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my

friend and colleague, the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN), the chairman
of the Subcommittee on Parks and
Public Lands. And, as well, I would like
to thank the gentleman from Alaska
(Mr. YOUNG), the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Resources, for his support
and leadership on this very important
bill that is before us this evening.

To my Democratic colleagues on
other side of the aisle, let me say this
is indeed a very important bill for a
rural community in Nevada.

H.R. 4656 will sell, and I want to em-
phasize that again, ‘‘sell’’ 8.7 acres of
U.S. Forest Service land inside a devel-
oped community, located in the Lake
Tahoe Basin, to the Washoe County
School District at fair market value
for limited use as an elementary school
site.

The proceeds of the sale will go to-
wards the purchase of environ-
mentally-sensitive land in the Lake
Tahoe region. The site will become the
home of an elementary school for 400
children in Incline Village in Nevada.

Mr. Speaker, the present site of In-
cline Elementary School was con-
structed in 1964 and serves as the only
elementary school in the town. Pres-
ently, the Incline Elementary School is
burdened by serious overcrowding prob-
lems, forcing the school to put more
than 40 students in a classroom be-
cause there is just simply no place else
for these children to go.

Due to the school’s size limitations,
expanding beyond its current physical
design is simply not an option.

After reviewing all private and public
property in the Incline Village area,
the school district, in concert with par-
ents, teachers and community leaders,
agreed that the only possible location
for a new school would be the 8.7 acres
currently owned by the U.S. Forest
Service.

This land, Mr. Speaker, was pur-
chased over a decade ago for approxi-
mately $500,000 as environmentally-
sensitive land under the Santini-Bur-
ton Act. However, let me state that

this land is not the pristine, beautiful
land which one thinks of when think-
ing about the Lake Tahoe area.

In fact, this 8.7 acres is surrounded
by condominium complexes on both
sides and a retail shopping mall on the
other. Furthermore, the environ-
mentally-sensitive area, which is a sea-
sonal stream which runs through a por-
tion of the land, will be completely
protected from development.

In addition, the school district will
be installing a water filtration system
at the end of the stream channel and
the stream will be incorporated into
existing educational programs on
water quality.

I can confidently state, Mr. Speaker,
that any environmental concerns have
been fully addressed. As a result, even
former Congressman Jim Santini, the
author of the Santini-Burton Act, has
expressed his support for the legisla-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD his letter:

OCTOBER 17, 2000.
Hon. JIM GIBBONS,
House of Representatives, Cannon HOB, Wash-

ington, DC.
DEAR JIM: Recently, I learned that your

legislation to convey land in the Lake Tahoe
Basin to the Washoe County School District
fell twenty-four votes short of passage in the
House of Representatives under suspension
of the rules. I was disturbed to learn further
that much of the contentious debate over
your important bill centered around the fact
that the land had been acquired under legis-
lation bearing my name, the Santini-Burton
Act. Consequently, I felt compelled to write
you about this matter and to express my
strong support for your legislation, which in
no way would threaten the intent, objec-
tives, or goals of the Santini-Burton Act.

The intent of the Santini-Burton Act was
to protect environmentally sensitive land
from rampant commercial development.
However, the opposition to your bill does not
reflect the original intent of my legislation
in any way. The educational needs of the
children of Incline Village, currently crowd-
ed into classrooms with over 40 students,
must be addressed. Your bill, which was
crafted with the input of the League to Save
Lake Tahoe, Washoe County School District,
and local Forest Service officials, will ad-
dress these needs while still protecting both
the environment and the original intent of
my legislation.

Over a decade ago, the U.S. government ac-
quired, as environmentally sensitive land
under the Santini-Burton Act, 8.7 acres of
land in the Lake Tahoe Basin, for approxi-
mately $500,000. The environmental sensi-
tivity of the land stems solely from the sea-
sonal stream bed which runs through a por-
tion of the site. In the years since the federal
acquisition, as you know, a condominium de-
velopment and retail strip mall have been
built on the borders of the land. I have also
been informed that the next closest U.S. For-
est Service owned land is 26 miles away.

Under your bill, H.R. 4656, the Washoe
County School District would purchase the
8.7 acres for fair market value for the limited
use as an elementary school site to alleviate
the overcrowding problems currently bur-
dening the present Incline Elementary
School. The environmental sensitivity of the
land would be protected, even enhanced, by
the addition of water filtration systems and
the seasonal stream area would not be dis-
turbed by development. The sensitive area

would be incorporated into the school’s cur-
rent curriculum on water quality.

Clearly, the use of this land as an elemen-
tary school site would better serve the public
than developing the land for any other use—
which could garner the full fair market value
(perhaps as much as $4 million) for which the
Administration so strenuously advocates. It
astonishes me that anyone would put such a
high price on educating over 400 children.

Jim, please be assured that you have my
strong support on this matter. It is my hope
that during the debate on this bill the intent
of the Santini-Burton Act will no longer be
misrepresented. However, my greater hope is
that your legislation will pass Congress and
be signed into law promptly so that the stu-
dents of Incline Village can learn in a safe
school facility that meets all of their edu-
cational needs.

Sincerely,
JAMES D. SANTINI,

Former Member of Congress.

Mr. Speaker, Congressman Santini
realized the importance of putting edu-
cation before government profit. In his
letter, he states very clearly, ‘‘Clearly,
the use of this land as an elementary
school site would better serve the pub-
lic than developing the land for any
other use, which could garner the full
market value (perhaps as much as $4
million) for which the administration
so strenuously advocates. It astonishes
me that anyone would put such a high
price on educating over 400 children.’’

Mr. Speaker, it astonishes me, too,
that they would be advocating such a
price for this land. In fact, Mr. Speak-
er, I can hardly believe that just this
week this administration stated that it
has no higher priority than education
and yet continues to object to this bill
simply because they could get more
money for the land if it were commer-
cially developed rather than developed
as a school site.

Under this bill, the Federal Govern-
ment will receive compensation for the
land, the environment will be pro-
tected, the families of Incline Village
will have a school for their children
which will encourage education and
not inhibit it because of limited space.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4656 is about edu-
cation. It is about school construction.
It is about having that mysterious
mythical girl standing in the back of
the classroom without room for her
desk. And this bill is about children,
400 children as a matter of fact, over 50
percent of whom are ESL students who
are learning English as a second lan-
guage. All of these children deserve a
safe and adequate school facility that
meets their individual and educational
needs.

Mr. Speaker, it is my fear that if this
legislation is not enacted today that
the previously fabricated stories that I
mentioned earlier about the young girl
being forced to stand in the back of the
school without her own desk and chair
will become a reality in Incline Vil-
lage.

Voting for H.R. 4656 gives every
Member of this House the opportunity
to keep their promise and prove their
commitment to supporting education.
This is good public policy, and it is
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government’s civic duty to provide
education to our children, not to be
greedy and price them out of an ade-
quate and healthy learning environ-
ment.

So, Mr. Speaker, with that, I encour-
age all Members to vote for H.R. 4656, a
bill that is truly a win-win for every-
body.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
general concept that is being proposed
by my colleague, the gentleman from
Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS). But I have to
tell the House that I have concerns
about the fact that we have had a
closed rule that will not allow us to
perfect this piece of legislation.

It would sail through, I am con-
vinced, both this House and the other
body if we could ensure that this parcel
of land was purchased at a price that
would allow us then to purchase equiv-
alent land in the Tahoe area. And I
think that is at the core of the issue
that we are now debating here tonight.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER), my colleague, spoke
earlier on the rule and I think made
the case strongly and eloquently that
this is not an appropriate way to pro-
ceed because these are taxpayer lands
and these are taxpayer monies that are
at risk here.

I urge my colleague to continue to
work with us so that we can continue
to perfect the bill and do right by the
school system in his State and also do
right by the taxpayers of the country.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER).

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the re-
marks of the gentleman. I have made
my views known on this matter. I have
a difference of opinion with the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS) on
whether or not this is a sale at fair
market value. I realize the restriction.
But I have been over that. It is pretty
clear the gentleman has the votes and,
so, I will not belabor the point.

I would hope that before this bill fin-
ishes its journey that we could do a lit-
tle bit better by the taxpayers.

H.R. 4656 authorizes the Secretary of Agri-
culture to convey for fair market value an ap-
proximately 8.7 acre parcel on the Tahoe Na-
tional Forest in Incline Village, NV to the
Washoe County School District for use as an
elementary school site. The parcel is valued at
between $2–4 million. However, because of a
deed restriction directing use as a school site
and a reversionary clause, the Forest Service
believes that the appraised value would be re-
duced by 75% to approximately $500,000. The
bill requires the proceeds of the sale to be
used for acquiring environmentally sensitive
land in the Lake Tahoe Basin.

The parcel, although in a developed area,
was originally acquired by the Forest Service
in 1981 under the Santini-Burton Act for ap-
proximately $500,000. That act authorizes the
acquisition of environmentally sensitive land in
Lake Tahoe thru sales of BLM land in and
near Las Vegas. While the Santini-Burton Act
allows transfer of lands or interests in land to
state and local government, deed restrictions
must protect the environmental quality and
public recreation purposes of the land. Legis-
lation is needed in this instance because this
conveyance does not fall within the param-
eters of the Act. While local ordinances may
protect the stream on the parcel, nothing in
the legislation explicitly protects the stream
area from development.

The town sold off a potential school site in
1995 for $855,000. That money, plus a $7.2
million bond issue for construction of the
school facility and environmental remediation,
would pay for the project.

H.R. 4656 was introduced by Representa-
tive GIBBONS on June 14, 2000. A companion
measure, S. 2728, was introduced by Senator
BRYAN (D–NV) on June 14, 2000. At the Sep-
tember 12, 2000 Committee mark-up, ADAM
SMITH offered an amendment that would have
removed the deed restriction and reversionary
clause thereby allowing the federal govern-
ment to get full fair market value. The amend-
ment was rejected, the bill was reported out,
and the minority filed dissenting views. Over
our objections, the bill was placed on the sus-
pension calendar on October 10, 2000 and
when a recorded vote was requested, failed
on suspension 248–160 on October 12, 2000.
In retaliation, the Majority killed Mr. KILDEE’s
noncontroversial suspension bill (H.R. 468).
Now being brought up under a closed rule, we
are foreclosed from offering the Smith amend-
ment.

The administration opposes the bill as is,
but would support it if it were amended so that
the federal government could get fair market
value for the land. Were it allowed, the
amendment we would have offered simply re-
moves both the deed restriction and the rever-
sionary clause thereby allowing the federal
government to get full fair market value for the
land. The closed rule prohibits offering the
amendment that would get full fair market
value for the taxpayers. This is unfair. It’s also
unfair that the majority killed a noncontrover-
sial bill and failed to reschedule it.

The taxpayers deserve fair compensation
for this land in particular, because they pur-
chased the land under a federal program
(Santini-Burton) to buy environmentally sen-
sitive land around Lake Tahoe and because
the proceeds of the sale will be used to pur-
chase additional environmentally sensitive
land in the Lake Tahoe area. Like other land
around Lake Tahoe, this land has appreciated
considerably in the last 20 years (from
$500,000 to several million), and full market
value would ensure the government has the
ability to replace the land with comparable
property. To offset the fiscal and environ-
mental loss of this environmentally valuable
property, the federal government should get
full value.

The Majority argues that there is precedent
for conveying land at less than FMV with a re-
versionary clause. But in H.R. 695 (San Juan
College-T. Udall) and other bills, the land con-
veyed was simply public domain land or sur-
plus land. H.R. 2890 (Vieques-Crowley) re-

turns land to Puerto Rico that has been used
as a bombing range in an effort to restore its
environmental integrity. In H.R. 2737 (Lewis
and Clark Trail to State of Illinois-Costello),
National Park Service land was conveyed for
a purpose wholly consistent with the purpose
for which the land was acquired (land went to
the state to build an interpretive center). Fi-
nally, H.R. 1725 (Milwaleta Park Expansion-
DeFazio (passed October 23, 2000 on sus-
pension)) conveys park land to be used as
park land.

In this bill, the land is not surplus, and it is
not being conveyed for a purpose consistent
with the purpose for which it was acquired.
The land is Santini-Burton land which the pub-
lic purchased specifically for its environmental
value and whose protection represents a fed-
eral priority. This bill undermines that act,
which, thru restrictions on disposal of property,
aims to protect the lands’ environmental qual-
ity and public recreation purposes. It is sound
fiscal policy for the public to receive full value
for its public assets. This bill is a sweetheart
deal for one school district and is yet another
example of using federal lands to subsidize
local interests. This is not the solution to
school construction problems. It is a rip-off for
taxpayers and the environment. The school
gets an added windfall because it recently
sold a potential school site for $855,000. It
also gets not just the property, but the devel-
opment rights. Unfortunately, this land convey-
ance is not just an isolated example of a give-
away. It is representative of public lands bills
and policies that benefit a few people at the
expense of the public.

I have long been concerned that land
deals—especially land exchanges—are being
cut behind closed doors with tremendous spe-
cial-interest pressure and limited public input.
A General Accounting Office report that I re-
quested confirmed my fears: too many of
these exchanges lead to environmental dam-
age and taxpayer rip-offs. The GAO report,
‘‘Land Exchanges Need to Reflect Appropriate
Value and Serve the Public Interest,’’ released
in July found that the Forest Service and the
Bureau of Land Management have wasted
hundreds of millions of dollars swapping valu-
able public land for private land of question-
able value, and the report concludes that the
BLM may even be breaking the law. The GAO
reported that the agencies ‘‘did not ensure that
the land being exchanged was appropriately
valued or that exchanges served the public in-
terest or met certain other exchange require-
ments.’’ GAO went on to state that ‘‘the ex-
changes presented in our report demonstrate
serious, substantive, and continuing problems
with the agencies’ land exchange programs.’’

In addition, GAO found that the BLM has—
under the umbrella of its land exchange au-
thority—illegally sold federal land, deposited
the proceeds into interest-bearing accounts,
and used these funds to acquire nonfederal
land (or arranged with others to do so). These
unauthorized transactions undermine congres-
sional budget authority, GAO said. Specific
findings of the GAO report include:

Private parties in one Nevada exchange
made windfall profits, in one case acquiring
land ‘‘valued’’ by BLM at $763,000 and selling
it for $4.6 million on the same day and in an-
other instance acquiring land ‘‘valued’’ at
$504,000 and selling it for $1 million on the
same day.
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In the DelMar exchange in Utah, the BLM

paid more than seven times the appraised
value.

The Forest Service acquired lands in three
exchanges in Nevada that were ‘‘overvalued
by a total of $8.8 million’’ because the ap-
praised values ‘‘were not supported by cred-
ible evidence.’’

In the Cache Creek exchange in California,
the BLM failed to ‘‘present the reasons for ac-
quiring’’ the land.

In another Nevada exchange, the Del Webb
exchange, BLM removed an agency appraiser
and violated the BLM’s own policy by hiring a
non-federal appraiser recommended by the
exchange’s private party.

The GAO said the problems were so bad
that Congress should consider eliminating the
programs altogether. I believe that the appro-
priate step is to halt the programs and then fix
them. in light of the GAO’s report, I asked the
Forest Service and the Bureau of Land Man-
agement to immediately suspend their pro-
grams while they evaluate the best method to
achieve exchanges’ laudable goals. Both
agencies declined my request for a morato-
rium but have begun to review their exchange
programs. Although, the reviews may prove to
correct many of the problems, I will watch the
efforts closely, especially because the BLM
continues the land transactions that GAO said
were illegal. So now what does this Congress
do when faced with a clear demonstration of
the problems of the exchange program? In-
stead of supporting efforts to ensure that tax-
payers and the environment are protected,
Congress has passed some of the worst land
swaps I have seen in my 26 years of Con-
gress.

Since the GAO report was released: The
House passed and the President signed into
law, S. 1629, the Oregon Land Exchange Act,
which mandated the exchange of 90,000
acres without sufficient NEPA review or public
disclosure of appraisal information. The House
and Senate passed H.R. 4828, the Steens
Mountain exchange bill. The bill contains 5
legislated land exchanges. The exchanges
were negotiated behind closed doors among a
select group of participants. No appraisals
were done. Further, while the exchanges
themselves are unequal, the ranchers asked
for even more and the bill includes nearly $5
million in cash payments to them. As if that
was not enough, the bill directs the Secretary
to provide fencing and water developments for
their grazing operations.

Finally, these trades involve the unprece-
dented transfer of more than 18,000 acres of
wilderness study areas (WSAs) to the ranch-
ers. While it is true that the BLM would re-
ceive more than 14,000 acres of private land
within WSAs, this is not only a net loss but it
also sets a bad precedent of trading wilder-
ness for wilderness. Further, significant private
inholdings will remain in the proposed wilder-
ness areas even after these trades.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would just like to re-
spond to my friend and colleague, the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. UDALL),
and to the gentleman from California
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER) that those per-
fecting amendments they were talking
about were, of course, removing the re-

strictions for the limitation of using
this property only as a school site and
also to remove the restriction of a re-
versionary clause, which would be that,
if it were not used for a school, it
would be reverted back to the Federal
Government.

Those provisions are in the bill; and
to remove those, of course, would allow
for the appraisal process to be one
which would garner that of a commer-
cially developed piece of property. This
school district is not interested in de-
veloping this property as commercial
property. It certainly wants to use the
property for a school site. It is going to
protect the environment.

Let me also say to my good friend
and colleague, the gentleman from Col-
orado (Mr. UDALL), over here that his
support of H.R. 695, which is a bill that
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
TOM UDALL) supported not long ago to
acquire land for San Juan College, was
sold and acquired with a restriction to
be used for educational purposes,
which, of course, had an effect on the
valuation of it.

Mr. Speaker, there have been a num-
ber of bills that have been passed
through this body with the support of
the other side that have not been
raised on the issue of fairness to the
taxpayer that actually gave property
away and let Federal taxpayers receive
zero, zip, nada, nothing for the prop-
erty that was given away; and those
are clearly on record here. I can go
through and cite many of those bills,
Mr. Speaker.

But this is an important piece of leg-
islation for the education of some chil-
dren. We are asking for the fair market
value based on the use of the land as an
educational site. It was acquired for
$500,000. I think with the restrictions
placed on it that we could actually give
back to the taxpayers the money they
paid for it and maybe even a little
extra, depending upon the valuation of
that property.

But this is an important bill for the
education of those children. We want
to have an opportunity to give these
children up there a place to go to
school. The nearest, closest land that
could be suitable for a school for an el-
ementary school site in the area is
about 26 miles away. Otherwise, these
schoolchildren will have to be bussed
over a mountainous pass in the winter-
time, which is oftentimes closed by
snow and ice, a very dangerous road in
the wintertime.

It is the safety of these children, it is
the education of these children that we
are so very, very much concerned
about.

Mr. Speaker, noting that my good
friends on the other side of the aisle
have been gracious, and I do have great
respect for their opinions, I would ask
that all of my colleagues support this
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

The bill is considered read for amend-
ment.

Pursuant to House Resolution 634,
the previous question is ordered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

f

b 1930

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair will now put the ques-
tion on all de novo questions on mo-
tions to suspend the rules on which fur-
ther proceedings were postponed ear-
lier today.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 2413, de novo;
H.R. 4940, de novo;
S. 1865, de novo; and
S. 1453, de novo.

f

COMPUTER SECURITY
ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 2000

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 2413, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
2413, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

AMERICAN MUSEUM OF SCIENCE
AND ENERGY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 4940, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
4940, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

AMERICA’S LAW ENFORCEMENT
AND MENTAL HEALTH PROJECT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 1865.
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The Clerk read the title of the Senate

bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 1865.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

SUDAN PEACE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 1453, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
GILMAN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 1453,
as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill, as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
announces that he will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on the remain-
ing motions to suspend the rules on
which a recorded vote or the yeas and
nays are ordered, or on which the vote
is objected to under clause 6 of rule
XX.

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken tomorrow.

f

HERBERT H. BATEMAN EDUCATION
AND ADMINISTRATIVE CENTER

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Resources be discharged
from further consideration of the bill
(H.R. 5388) to designate a building pro-
posed to be located within the bound-
aries of the Chincoteague National
Wildlife Refuge, as the ‘‘Herbert H.
Bateman Education and Administra-
tive Center’’, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Utah?

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

H.R. 5388
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF HERBERT H. BATE-

MAN EDUCATION AND ADMINISTRA-
TIVE CENTER.

(a) DESIGNATION.—A building proposed to
be located within the boundaries of the Chin-

coteague National Wildlife Refuge, on
Assateague Island, Virginia, shall be known
and designated as the ‘‘Herbert H. Bateman
Education and Administrative Center’’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the building
referred to in section 1 shall be deemed to be
a reference to the ‘‘Herbert H. Bateman Edu-
cation and Administrative Center’’.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

f

SAINT HELENA ISLAND NATIONAL
SCENIC AREA ACT

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 468) to es-
tablish the Saint Helena Island Na-
tional Scenic Area, with a Senate
amendment thereto, and concur in the
Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The Clerk read the Senate amend-

ment, as follows:
Senate amendment:
Page 4, line 1, strike out all after ‘‘RE-

QUIREMENTS.—’’ down to and including ‘‘For-
est.’’ in line 5 and insert: Within 3 years of the
acquisition of 50 percent of the land authorized
for acquisition under section 7, the Secretary
shall develop an amendment to the land and re-
sources management plan for the Hiawatha Na-
tional Forest which will direct management of
the scenic area.

Mr. HANSEN (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate amendment be consid-
ered as read and printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Utah?

There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there

objection to the original request of the
gentleman from Utah?

There was no objection.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
f

GREAT SAND DUNES NATIONAL
PARK AND PRESERVE ACT OF 2000

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 2547) to provide for the estab-
lishment of the Great Sand Dunes Na-
tional Park and Preserve and the Baca
National Wildlife Refuge in the State
of Colorado, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 2547

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Great Sand
Dunes National Park and Preserve Act of
2000’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—
(1) the Great Sand Dunes National Monu-

ment in the State of Colorado was estab-
lished by Presidential proclamation in 1932
to preserve Federal land containing spectac-
ular and unique sand dunes and additional
features of scenic, scientific, and educational

interest for the benefit and enjoyment of fu-
ture generations;

(2) the Great Sand Dunes, together with
the associated sand sheet and adjacent wet-
land and upland, contain a variety of rare ec-
ological, geological, paleontological, archae-
ological, scenic, historical, and wildlife com-
ponents, which—

(A) include the unique pulse flow charac-
teristics of Sand Creek and Medano Creek
that are integral to the existence of the
dunes system;

(B) interact to sustain the unique Great
Sand Dunes system beyond the boundaries of
the existing National Monument;

(C) are enhanced by the serenity and rural
western setting of the area; and

(D) comprise a setting of irreplaceable na-
tional significance;

(3) the Great Sand Dunes and adjacent land
within the Great Sand Dunes National
Monument—

(A) provide extensive opportunities for
educational activities, ecological research,
and recreational activities; and

(B) are publicly used for hiking, camping,
and fishing, and for wilderness value (includ-
ing solitude);

(4) other public and private land adjacent
to the Great Sand Dunes National
Monument—

(A) offers additional unique geological,
hydrological, paleontological, scenic, sci-
entific, educational, wildlife, and rec-
reational resources; and

(B) contributes to the protection of—
(i) the sand sheet associated with the dune

mass;
(ii) the surface and ground water systems

that are necessary to the preservation of the
dunes and the adjacent wetland; and

(iii) the wildlife, viewshed, and scenic
qualities of the Great Sand Dunes National
Monument;

(5) some of the private land described in
paragraph (4) contains important portions of
the sand dune mass, the associated sand
sheet, and unique alpine environments,
which would be threatened by future devel-
opment pressures;

(6) the designation of a Great Sand Dunes
National Park, which would encompass the
existing Great Sand Dunes National Monu-
ment and additional land, would provide—

(A) greater long-term protection of the ge-
ological, hydrological, paleontological, sce-
nic, scientific, educational, wildlife, and rec-
reational resources of the area (including the
sand sheet associated with the dune mass
and the ground water system on which the
sand dune and wetland systems depend); and

(B) expanded visitor use opportunities;
(7) land in and adjacent to the Great Sand

Dunes National Monument is—
(A) recognized for the culturally diverse

nature of the historical settlement of the
area;

(B) recognized for offering natural, ecologi-
cal, wildlife, cultural, scenic, paleontolog-
ical, wilderness, and recreational resources;
and

(C) recognized as being a fragile and irre-
placeable ecological system that could be de-
stroyed if not carefully protected; and

(8) preservation of this diversity of re-
sources would ensure the perpetuation of the
entire ecosystem for the enjoyment of future
generations.
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:
(1) ADVISORY COUNCIL.—The term ‘‘Advi-

sory Council’’ means the Great Sand Dunes
National Park Advisory Council established
under section 8(a).

(2) LUIS MARIA BACA GRANT NO. 4.—The term
‘‘Luis Maria Baca Grant No. 4’’ means those
lands as described in the patent dated Feb-
ruary 20, 1900, from the United States to the
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heirs of Luis Maria Baca recorded in book 86,
page 20, of the records of the Clerk and Re-
corder of Saguache County, Colorado.

(3) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map
entitled ‘‘Great Sand Dunes National Park
and Preserve’’, numbered 140/80,032 and dated
September 19, 2000.

(4) NATIONAL MONUMENT.—The term ‘‘na-
tional monument’’ means the Great Sand
Dunes National Monument, including lands
added to the monument pursuant to this Act.

(5) NATIONAL PARK.—The term ‘‘national
park’’ means the Great Sand Dunes National
Park established in section 4.

(6) NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE.—The term
‘‘wildlife refuge’’ means the Baca National
Wildlife Refuge established in section 6.

(7) PRESERVE.—The term ‘‘preserve’’ means
the Great Sand Dunes National Preserve es-
tablished in section 5.

(8) RESOURCES.—The term ‘‘resources’’
means the resources described in section 2.

(9) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(10) USES.—The term ‘‘uses’’ means the
uses described in section 2.
SEC. 4. GREAT SAND DUNES NATIONAL PARK,

COLORADO.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—When the Secretary

determines that sufficient land having a suf-
ficient diversity of resources has been ac-
quired to warrant designation of the land as
a national park, the Secretary shall estab-
lish the Great Sand Dunes National Park in
the State of Colorado, as generally depicted
on the map, as a unit of the National Park
System. Such establishment shall be effec-
tive upon publication of a notice of the Sec-
retary’s determination in the Federal Reg-
ister.

(b) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The map shall
be on file and available for public inspection
in the appropriate offices of the National
Park Service.

(c) NOTIFICATION.—Until the date on which
the national park is established, the Sec-
retary shall annually notify the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Resources of the
House of Representatives of—

(1) the estimate of the Secretary of the
lands necessary to achieve a sufficient diver-
sity of resources to warrant designation of
the national park; and

(2) the progress of the Secretary in acquir-
ing the necessary lands.

(d) ABOLISHMENT OF NATIONAL MONU-
MENT.—(1) On the date of establishment of
the national park pursuant to subsection (a),
the Great Sand Dunes National Monument
shall be abolished, and any funds made avail-
able for the purposes of the national monu-
ment shall be available for the purposes of
the national park.

(2) Any reference in any law (other than
this Act), regulation, document, record, map,
or other paper of the United States to ‘‘Great
Sand Dunes National Monument’’ shall be
considered a reference to ‘‘Great Sand Dunes
National Park’’.

(e) TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION.—Adminis-
trative jurisdiction is transferred to the Na-
tional Park Service over any land under the
jurisdiction of the Department of the Inte-
rior that—

(1) is depicted on the map as being within
the boundaries of the national park or the
preserve; and

(2) is not under the administrative jurisdic-
tion of the National Park Service on the
date of enactment of this Act.
SEC. 5. GREAT SAND DUNES NATIONAL PRE-

SERVE, COLORADO.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF GREAT SAND DUNES

NATIONAL PRESERVE.—(1) There is hereby es-
tablished the Great Sand Dunes National
Preserve in the State of Colorado, as gen-

erally depicted on the map, as a unit of the
National Park System.

(2) Administrative jurisdiction of lands and
interests therein administered by the Sec-
retary of Agriculture within the boundaries
of the preserve is transferred to the Sec-
retary of the Interior, to be administered as
part of the preserve. The Secretary of Agri-
culture shall modify the boundaries of the
Rio Grande National Forest to exclude the
transferred lands from the forest boundaries.

(3) Any lands within the preserve bound-
aries which were designated as wilderness
prior to the date of enactment of this Act
shall remain subject to the Wilderness Act
(16 U.S.C. 1131 et seq.) and the Colorado Wil-
derness Act of 1993 (Public Law 103–767; 16
U.S.C. 539i note).

(b) MAP AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION.—(1) As
soon as practicable after the establishment
of the national park and the preserve, the
Secretary shall file maps and a legal descrip-
tion of the national park and the preserve
with the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources of the Senate and the Committee
on Resources of the House of Representa-
tives.

(2) The map and legal description shall
have the same force and effect as if included
in this Act, except that the Secretary may
correct clerical and typographical errors in
the legal description and maps.

(3) The map and legal description shall be
on file and available for public inspection in
the appropriate offices of the National Park
Service.

(c) BOUNDARY SURVEY.—As soon as prac-
ticable after the establishment of the na-
tional park and preserve and subject to the
availability of funds, the Secretary shall
complete an official boundary survey.
SEC. 6. BACA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE, COL-

ORADO.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—(1) When the Sec-

retary determines that sufficient land has
been acquired to constitute an area that can
be efficiently managed as a National Wildlife
Refuge, the Secretary shall establish the
Baca National Wildlife Refuge, as generally
depicted on the map.

(2) Such establishment shall be effective
upon publication of a notice of the Sec-
retary’s determination in the Federal Reg-
ister.

(b) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The map shall
be on file and available for public inspection
in the appropriate offices of the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service.

(c) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary shall
administer all lands and interests therein ac-
quired within the boundaries of the national
wildlife refuge in accordance with the Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge System Administra-
tion Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 668dd et seq.) and
the Act of September 28, 1962 (16 U.S.C. 460k
et seq.) (commonly known as the Refuge
Recreation Act).

(d) PROTECTION OF WATER RESOURCES.—In
administering water resources for the na-
tional wildlife refuge, the Secretary shall—

(1) protect and maintain irrigation water
rights necessary for the protection of monu-
ment, park, preserve, and refuge resources
and uses; and

(2) minimize, to the extent consistent with
the protection of national wildlife refuge re-
sources, adverse impacts on other water
users.
SEC. 7. ADMINISTRATION OF NATIONAL PARK

AND PRESERVE.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ad-

minister the national park and the preserve
in accordance with—

(1) this Act; and
(2) all laws generally applicable to units of

the National Park System, including—
(A) the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to establish a

National Park Service, and for other pur-

poses’’, approved August 25, 1916 (16 U.S.C. 1,
2–4) and

(B) the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to provide for
the preservation of historic American sites,
buildings, objects, and antiquities of na-
tional significance, and for other purposes’’,
approved August 21, 1935 (16 U.S.C. 461 et
seq.).

(b) GRAZING.—
(1) ACQUIRED STATE OR PRIVATE LAND.—

With respect to former State or private land
on which grazing is authorized to occur on
the date of enactment of this Act and which
is acquired for the national monument, or
the national park and preserve, or the wild-
life refuge, the Secretary, in consultation
with the lessee, may permit the continuation
of grazing on the land by the lessee at the
time of acquisition, subject to applicable law
(including regulations).

(2) FEDERAL LAND.—Where grazing is per-
mitted on land that is Federal land as of the
date of enactment of this Act and that is lo-
cated within the boundaries of the national
monument or the national park and pre-
serve, the Secretary is authorized to permit
the continuation of such grazing activities
unless the Secretary determines that grazing
would harm the resources or values of the
national park or the preserve.

(3) TERMINATION OF LEASES.—Nothing in
this subsection shall prohibit the Secretary
from accepting the voluntary termination of
leases or permits for grazing within the na-
tional monument or the national park or the
preserve.

(c) HUNTING, FISHING, AND TRAPPING.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in

paragraph (2), the Secretary shall permit
hunting, fishing, and trapping on land and
water within the preserve in accordance with
applicable Federal and State laws.

(2) ADMINISTRATIVE EXCEPTIONS.—The Sec-
retary may designate areas where, and estab-
lish limited periods when, no hunting, fish-
ing, or trapping shall be permitted under
paragraph (1) for reasons of public safety, ad-
ministration, or compliance with applicable
law.

(3) AGENCY AGREEMENT.—Except in an
emergency, regulations closing areas within
the preserve to hunting, fishing, or trapping
under this subsection shall be made in con-
sultation with the appropriate agency of the
State of Colorado having responsibility for
fish and wildlife administration.

(4) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this Act
affects any jurisdiction or responsibility of
the State of Colorado with respect to fish
and wildlife on Federal land and water cov-
ered by this Act.

(d) CLOSED BASIN DIVISION, SAN LUIS VAL-
LEY PROJECT.—Any feature of the Closed
Basin Division, San Luis Valley Project, lo-
cated within the boundaries of the national
monument, national park or the national
wildlife refuge, including any well, pump,
road, easement, pipeline, canal, ditch, power
line, power supply facility, or any other
project facility, and the operation, mainte-
nance, repair, and replacement of such a
feature—

(1) shall not be affected by this Act; and
(2) shall continue to be the responsibility

of, and be operated by, the Bureau of Rec-
lamation in accordance with title I of the
Reclamation Project Authorization Act of
1972 (43 U.S.C. 615aaa et seq.).

(e) WITHDRAWAL—(1) On the date of enact-
ment of this Act, subject to valid existing
rights, all Federal land depicted on the map
as being located within Zone A, or within the
boundaries of the national monument, the
national park or the preserve is withdrawn
from—

(A) all forms of entry, appropriation, or
disposal under the public land laws;
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(B) location, entry, and patent under the

mining laws; and
(C) disposition under all laws relating to

mineral and geothermal leasing.
(2) The provisions of this subsection also

shall apply to any lands—
(A) acquired under this Act; or
(B) transferred from any Federal agency

after the date of enactment of this Act for
the national monument, the national park or
preserve, or the national wildlife refuge.

(f) WILDNERNESS PROTECTION.—(1) Nothing
in this Act alters the Wilderness designation
of any land within the national monument,
the national park, or the preserve.

(2) All areas designated as Wilderness that
are transferred to the administrative juris-
diction of the National Park Service shall
remain subject to the Wilderness Act (16
U.S.C. 1131 et seq.) and the Colorado Wilder-
ness Act of 1993 (Public Law 103–77; 16 U.S.C.
539i note). If any part of this Act conflicts
with the provisions of the Wilderness Act or
the Colorado Wilderness Act of 1993 with re-
spect to the wilderness areas within the pre-
serve boundaries, the provisions of those
Acts shall control.
SEC. 8. ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY AND BOUND-

ARY ADJUSTMENTS
(a) ACQUISITION AUTHORITY.—(1) Within the

area depicted on the map as the ‘‘Acquisition
Area’’ or the national monument, the Sec-
retary may acquire lands and interests
therein by purchase, donation, transfer from
another Federal agency, or exchange: Pro-
vided, That lands or interests therein may
only be acquired with the consent of the
owner thereof.

(2) Lands or interests therein owned by the
State of Colorado, or a political subdivision
thereof, may only be acquired by donation or
exchange.

(b) BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT.—As soon as
practicable after the acquisition of any land
or interest under this section, the Secretary
shall modify the boundary of the unit to
which the land is transferred pursuant to
subsection (b) to include any land or interest
acquired.

(c) ADMINISTRATION OF ACQUIRED LANDS.—
(1) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—Upon acquisition

of lands under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall, as appropriate—

(A) transfer administrative jurisdiction of
the lands of the National Park Service—

(i) for addition to and management as part
of the Great Sand Dunes National Monu-
ment, or

(ii) for addition to and management as part
of the Great Sand Dunes National Park
(after designation of the Park) or the Great
Sand Dunes National Preserve; or

(B) transfer administrative jurisdiction of
the lands to the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service for addition to and adminis-
tration as part of the Baca National Wildlife
Refuge.

(2) FOREST SERVICE ADMINISTRATION.—(A)
Any lands acquired within the area depicted
on the map as being located within Zone B
shall be transferred to the Secretary of Agri-
culture and shall be added to and managed as
part of the Rio Grande National Forest.

(B) For the purposes of section 7 of the
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of
1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–9), the boundaries of the
Rio Grande National Forest, as revised by
the transfer of land under paragraph (A),
shall be considered to be the boundaries of
the national forest.
SEC. 9. WATER RIGHTS.

(a) SAN LUIS VALLEY PROTECTION, COLO-
RADO.—Section 1501(a) of the Reclamation
Projects Authorization and Adjustment Act
of 1992 (Public Law 102–575; 106 Stat. 4663) is
amended by striking paragraph (3) and in-
serting the following:

‘‘(3) adversely affect the purposes of—
‘‘(A) the Great Sand Dunes National Monu-

ment;
‘‘(B) the Great Sands Dunes National Park

(including purposes relating to all water,
water rights, and water-dependent resources
within the park);

‘‘(C) the Great Sand Dunes National Pre-
serve (including purposes relating to all
water, water rights, and water-dependent re-
sources within the preserve);

‘‘(D) the Baca National Wildlife Refuge (in-
cluding purposes relating to all water, water
rights, and water-dependent resources within
the national wildlife refuge); and

‘‘(E) any Federal land adjacent to any area
described in subparagraph (A), (B), (C), or
(D).’’.

(b) EFFECT ON WATER RIGHTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the amendment

made by subsection (a), nothing in this Act
affects—

(A) the use, allocation, ownership, or con-
trol, in existence on the date of enactment of
this Act, of any water, water right, or any
other valid existing right;

(B) any vested absolute or decreed condi-
tional water right in existence on the date of
enactment of this Act, including any water
right held by the United States;

(C) any interstate water compact in exist-
ence on the date of enactment of this Act; or

(D) subject to the provisions of paragraph
(2), State jurisdiction over any water law.

(2) WATER RIGHTS FOR NATIONAL PARK AND
NATIONAL PRESERVE.—In carrying out this
Act, the Secretary shall obtain and exercise
any water rights required to fulfill the pur-
poses of the national park and the national
preserve in accordance with the following
provisions:

(A) Such water rights shall be appro-
priated, adjudicated, changed, and adminis-
tered pursuant to the procedural require-
ments and priority system of the laws of the
State of Colorado.

(B) The purposes and other substantive
characteristics of such water rights shall be
established pursuant to State law, except
that the Secretary is specifically authorized
to appropriate water under this Act exclu-
sively for the purpose of maintaining ground
water levels, surface water levels, and
stream flows on, across, and under the na-
tional park and national preserve, in order
to accomplish the purposes of the national
park and the national preserve and to pro-
tect park resources and park uses.

(C) Such water rights shall be established
and used without interfering with—

(i) any exercise of a water right in exist-
ence on the date of enactment of this Act for
a non-Federal purpose in the San Luis Val-
ley, Colorado; and

(ii) the Closed Basin Division, San Luis
Valley Project.

(D) Except as provided in subsections (c)
and (d), no Federal reservation of water may
be claimed or established for the national
park or the national preserve.

(c) NATIONAL FOREST WATER RIGHTS.—To
the extent that a water right is established
or acquired by the United States for the Rio
Grande National Forest, the water right
shall—

(1) be considered to be of equal use and
value for the national preserve; and

(2) retain its priority and purpose when in-
cluded in the national preserve.

(d) NATIONAL MONUMENT WATER RIGHTS.—
To the extent that a water right has been es-
tablished or acquired by the United States
for the Great Sand Dunes National Monu-
ment, the water right shall—

(1) be considered to be of equal use and
value for the national park; and

(2) retain its priority and purpose when in-
cluded in the national park.

(e) ACQUIRED WATER RIGHTS AND WATER
RESOURCES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—(A) If, and to the extent
that, the Luis Maria Baca Grant No. 4 is ac-
quired, all water rights and water resources
associated with the Luis Maria Baca Grant
No. 4 shall be restricted for use only within—

(i) the national park;
(ii) the preserve;
(iii) the national wildlife refuge; or
(iv) the immediately surrounding areas of

Alamosa or Saguache Counties, Colorado.
(B) USE.—Except as provided in the memo-

randum of water service agreement and the
water service agreement between the Cabeza
de Vaca Land and Cattle Company, LC, and
Baca Grande Water and Sanitation District,
dated August 28, 1997, water rights and water
resources described in subparagraph (A) shall
be restricted for use in—

(i) the protection of resources and values
for the national monument, the national
park, the preserve, or the wildlife refuge;

(ii) fish and wildlife management and pro-
tection; or

(iii) irrigation necessary to protect water
resources.

(2) STATE AUTHORITY.—If, and to the extent
that, water rights associated with the Luis
Maria Baca Grant No. 4 are acquired, the use
of those water rights shall be changed only
in accordance with the laws of the State of
Colorado.

(f) DISPOSAL.—The Secretary is authorized
to sell the water resources and related ap-
purtenances and fixtures as the Secretary
deems necessary to obtain the termination
of obligations specified in the memorandum
of water service agreement and the water
service agreement between the Cabeza de
Vaca Land and Cattle Company, LLC and the
Baca Grande Water and Sanitation District,
dated August 28, 1997. Prior to the sale, the
Secretary shall determine that the sale is
not detrimental to the protection of the re-
sources of Great Sand Dunes National Monu-
ment, Great Sand Dunes National Park, and
Great Sand Dunes National Preserve, and
the Baca National Wildlife Refuge, and that
appropriate measures to provide for such
protection are included in the sale.
SEC. 10. ADVISORY COUNCIL.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall
establish an advisory council to be known as
the ‘‘Great Sand Dunes National Park Advi-
sory Council’’.

(b) DUTIES.—The Advisory Council shall
advise the Secretary with respect to the
preparation and implementation of a man-
agement plan for the national park and the
preserve.

(c) MEMBERS.—The Advisory Council shall
consist of 10 members, to be appointed by the
Secretary, as follows:

(1) One member of, or nominated by, the
Alamosa County Commission.

(2) One member of, or nominated by, the
Saguache County Commission.

(3) One member of, or nominated by, the
Friends of the Dunes Organization.

(4) Four members residing in, or within
reasonable proximity to, the San Luis Valley
and 3 of the general public, all of whom have
recognized backgrounds reflecting—

(A) the purposes for which the national
park and the preserve are established; and

(B) the interests of persons that will be af-
fected by the planning and management of
the national park and the preserve.

(d) APPLICABLE LAW.—The Advisory Coun-
cil shall function in accordance with the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C.
App.) and other applicable laws.

(e) VACANCY.—A vacancy on the Advisory
Council shall be filled in the same manner as
the original appointment.

(f) CHAIRPERSON.—The Advisory Council
shall elect a chairperson and shall establish
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such rules and procedures as it deems nec-
essary or desirable.

(g) NO COMPENSATION.—Members of the Ad-
visory Council shall serve without compensa-
tion.

(h) TERMINATION.—The Advisory Council
shall terminate upon the completion of the
management plan for the national park and
preserve.
SEC. 11. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated
such sums as are necessary to carry out this
Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. UDALL) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for the
establishment of the Great Sand Dunes
National Park and Preserve and the
Baca National Wildlife Refuge in the
State of Colorado, and for other pur-
poses.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
MCINNIS), who is the author of the leg-
islation.

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, first of
all, I would like to point out, so we
have kind of a perspective of what we
are talking about, this is a photo of the
Great Sand Dunes, what we propose to
make a national park in Colorado. I
want to let everyone know that this is
our opportunity to mark for all future
generations of Americans a national
park that is well deserved. This bill
was carried out of the United States
Senate with unanimous consent by
Senator WAYNE ALLARD. Senator AL-
LARD and myself have spent a lot of
time in the local community and we
have also had a lot of help, frankly,
from our Democratic colleagues in Col-
orado and some of our Republican col-
leagues, not only here in Congress
through the gentlewoman from Colo-
rado (Ms. DEGETTE) and the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. UDALL) but also
through the State House in Colorado,
the State Senate in Colorado, which by
strong majorities support naming a
new national park in the State of Colo-
rado.

We also have the support of Governor
Bill Owens, who strongly believes that
a national park of the Sand Dunes is
long time overdue in the State of Colo-
rado. We have the Attorney General in
the State of Colorado. We have commu-
nity support. This proposal was built
at the community level up. Neither
Senator ALLARD nor myself walked
into this community and said, hey, we
would like to create a new national
park down there.

Obviously both Senator ALLARD and I
and my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle have been down to look at this
national park, what we hope to be the
national park, and are amazed by what
we walk into. The fact is, it did not
come from us. This started at the local
community level, and over a period of

years we have built up the momentum
and we are now finally on the verge, fi-
nally on the verge of one final vote to
create a national park in Colorado that
will last forever, for all generations of
America. That is why I urge support
tonight.

Let me say that the Great Sand
Dunes, this makeup if we can see right
behind it, that is not painted in on this
picture, those over 14,000 foot peaks of
the Alpine Meadows. It is the only
place in the world, the only place in
the world, where we can see desert
sands piled up as great sand dunes
mixed in amongst the Alpine 14,000
Rocky Mountain foot peaks. Take a
look at everything from the eco-
systems of the water and the sand and
the wind, there is no other combina-
tion like this in the world. All America
deserves the privilege of having this as
a national park for preservation.

I look forward and I am honored to
be the one that is sponsoring this on
the House side and I openly thank my
colleague on the Senate side, of whom
it means as much to him as it does to
me, as it does to the people of Colo-
rado, as it does to the people of Amer-
ica, that this become a national park.

Now in the last few hours somebody
has suggested that it is not in my con-
gressional district. I want to point out
that this is entirely, entirely in the
Third Congressional District. This is
my congressional district this national
park proposal is in, and I know this.
My family has multiple generations
not very far from that park. I have
been in that park numerous times. Now
is our opportunity, Mr. Speaker, to
stand up and be counted. Now is our op-
portunity for future generations of
America to create a new national park
in the State of Colorado. I ask for sup-
port.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

(Mr. UDALL of Colorado asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of the bill. Mr.
Speaker, along with my colleague, the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
MCINNIS), I strongly support passage of
this bill to provide for an expansion of
the Great Sand Dunes National Monu-
ment in Colorado and its redesignation
as a national park. I want to thank
again my colleague, the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. MCINNIS), for his
leadership in making it possible for the
House to consider this legislation
today.

Mr. Speaker, the Great Sand Dunes
National Monument is one of Colo-
rado’s gems. The remarkable dunes
within its boundaries exist because of a
set of very unusual circumstances.
They are also part but only part of a
complex ecosystem that includes adja-
cent lands. This natural interconnec-
tive system includes towering peaks
soaring 14,000 feet above sea level, an
intricate underground water supply,

and a vast valley filled with wonderful
wildlife and rare plants. The natural
resources of the area are com-
plemented by a rich human history
that includes American Indians, Span-
ish explorers and the mountain men.

All of these elements culminate in
the amazing site of sand dunes reach-
ing hundreds of feet high piled up
against the rugged snow capped Rock-
ies.

Enactment of this bill will authorize
the acquisition of key parts of adjacent
lands from willing sellers. That will
allow not just an expansion of the na-
tional monument but also for boundary
revisions of the San Isabel National
Forest and for establishment of a na-
tional wildlife refuge.

This will protect the Dunes and also
protect the many lives that depend on
the water and other resources of the af-
fected lands.

Physically, these dunes have a long
geologic history. Politically, their pro-
tection is an example of one of the
most important conservation laws on
our books, the Antiquities Act. That
law gave President Hoover the author-
ity for establishment of the national
monument and it gave Presidents Tru-
man and Eisenhower the authority to
enlarge it.

The Antiquities Act has proved its
value over the years. Since its enact-
ment, almost every President, starting
with Theodore Roosevelt, has used it to
set aside some of the most special parts
of our public lands as an enduring leg-
acy for future generations.

In some instances, Presidential ac-
tion has been controversial, but they
have stood the test of time and no-
where more than with the Great Sand
Dunes and other national monuments
in Colorado. We are very proud of the
special places that have been set aside
in our State. We do not want to abolish
the Colorado National Monument. We
do not want to weaken the protection
of Dinosaur National Monument. We
highly prize the archeological and
other values of Yucca House and
Hovenweep Monuments, and we are
very protective of both the Great Sand
Dunes National Monument and the
Black Canyon of the Gunnison.

We know the values of these areas.
That is why last year the Colorado del-
egation worked together to further ex-
pand the Black Canyon Monument and
to redesignate it as a national park.
That is why I strongly support this
bill. Like the Black Canyon, the Great
Sand Dunes are a remarkable natural
wonder, visible for many miles and at-
tracting the interest of ordinary visi-
tors as well as geologists, biologists,
and other scientists.

Together with the adjacent lands ad-
dressed by the bill, they are part of an
array of diverse natural, environ-
mental and scientific resources that
the Department of Interior has found
deserving of inclusion in our national
park system.

In short, this is a good bill. It has
broad support among our Coloradans,
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including both Senators, our governor
and our State’s attorney general. It is
supported as well by the Clinton-Gore
administration. I urge its approval by
the House.

Currently, the Great Sand dunes National
monument covers approximately 38,000 acres
in the San Luis Valley of south central Colo-
rado. The current monument boundary in-
cludes only the dunes themselves, which, at
over 700 feet in height, are the tallest in North
America. The dunes, however, are only one
part of a highly complex system that includes
the extremely fragile and vulnerable sand
sheet, the surrounding watershed, and the un-
derground aquifer, all of which are integral to
the flow of water and replenishment of sand
that created and maintains the dunes. These
critical elements of the system are located
mostly outside of the monument boundaries,
on Federal, State, and private lands. Expand-
ing the boundaries of the national monument
to include the entire natural system, as pro-
vided for in S. 2547, will help to ensure the
long-term preservation of the dunes.

The bill will also help to address long-stand-
ing concerns surrounding protection of the
water resources of the San Luis Valley. A
large ranch, known as the Luis Maria Baca
Grant No. 4, is located to the west of the ex-
isting national monument and contains key
lands in the sand sheet and water resources
that support the dune system, as well as other
wetlands, rich wildlife habitat, and a diversity
of ecosystem types.

In 1986, the private owners of the Baca
property attempted to obtain a water right to
pump as much as 200,000 acre-feet-per year
from the unconfined aquifer beneath the land
to communities along Colorado’s Front Range.
The effort failed when the courts dismissed
their claims, and the owners subsequently
sold the property.

The potential for development and export of
the water, however, is still a major concern for
residents of the valley because of the potential
for such a project to affect the availability of
water for irrigation and other local uses. S.
2547 would authorize the Federal acquisition
of the Baca property, incorporating parts of the
property into a national park, national wildlife
refuge, and the existing national forest. The
legislation requires the Department of the Inte-
rior to work with the State of Colorado to pro-
tect the water dependent resources of the
dunes while not jeopardizing valid existing
water rights.

S. 2547 authorizes the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to establish the Great Sand Dunes Na-
tional Park when the Secretary determines
that land having a sufficient diversity of re-
sources has been acquired to warrant its des-
ignation as a national park.

The national park will include the existing
national monument (which will be abolished
when the national park is established), as well
as adjacent lands located generally to the
west, including the Baca property and other
State, private, and Federal lands which would
be acquired by or transferred to the National
Park Service.

In addition, S. 2547 establishes the Great
Sand Dunes National Preserve from lands that
are currently included in the Rio Grande Na-
tional Forest. Administrative jurisdiction over
these lands is transferred from the Secretary
of Agriculture to the Secretary of the Interior to
be managed as a unit of the National Park
System.

Finally, S. 2547 authorizes the Secretary to
establish the Baca National Wildlife Refuge
after determining that sufficient lands have
been acquired to constitute an area that can
be efficiently managed as a National Wildlife
Refuge. The refuge would be comprised of the
western portion of lands acquired from the
Luis Maria Baca Grant No. 4, as well as adja-
cent State and private lands, and land cur-
rently managed by the Bureau of Land Man-
agement.

As noted by Stephen Saunders, the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Interior for Fish and Wild-
life and Park, this legislation is an excellent
example of what Congress and the Adminis-
tration can accomplish when we work to-
gether.

In December of last year Secretary Babbitt
traveled to Colorado and met with Senators
ALLARD and CAMPBELL, Congressman
MCINNIS, Colorado Attorney General Ken
Salazar, and other Coloradans to explore the
threats to the sand dunes and the opportuni-
ties to preserve them. In that meeting—which
some in the Colorado press immediately
called the Summit at the Dunes—it became
evident that there was broad agreement about
what needs to be done, and about the need
to work together to make it happen.

Since then, the Secretary and others in the
Department have worked closely with the Col-
orado Congressional delegation, the state gov-
ernment, and others in reaching agreement on
the broad outlines of this legislation.

The bill before the House is the result of
that process. It is supported by Colorado Sen-
ators and Representatives of both parties, by
Governor Bill Owens, a Republican, and by
the Attorney General of Colorado, Ken
Salazar, the highest ranking Democrat in the
state government, who, as a native of this part
of the State, understands this issue especially
well. It has been editorially endorsed and is
supported by people throughout Colorado. It
deserves enactment.
STATEMENT OF KEN SALAZAR, ATTORNEY GEN-

ERAL OF COLORADO, ON S. 2547, GREAT SAND
DUNES NATIONAL PARK ACT OF 2000
I offer this statement to express my strong

support for S. 2547, which redesignates the
Great Sand Dunes National Monument as a
national park and adds protection to the
rare geological and ecological area within
and surrounding the current Monument.
This action will protect and enhance one of
the great ecosystems in the Sangre de Cristo
mountain range, as well as head off dam-
aging water export schemes that threaten
the existence of that ecosystem.

The San Luis Valley in Colorado is the
largest, highest alpine valley in the country
with an average elevation of over 7,000 feet.
The Valley extends 140 miles from the divide
with the Arkansas River on the north to the
San Antonio Mountains in New Mexico to
the south. The Valley spans about 70 miles
east to west, from the Sangre de Cristo
Mountain Range to the San Juan Mountain
Range. The headwaters of the Rio Grande are
located in the San Juans above the town of
South Fork. The Valley has a colorful and
rich heritage starting with the Native Amer-
ican tribes, the first Colorado settlements in
the 1850’s, and a history of agriculture and
mining.

The Great Sand Dunes became a national
monument in 1932. The Dunes cover 39 square
miles and sit at the center of one of the most
extensive wetland systems in the Rocky
Mountains. The Dunes are inextricably tied
to the flows of Sand Creek and Medano
Creek, the latter of which not only trans-

ports sands, but exhibits an interesting and
rare phenomenon known as a ‘‘pulsating’’ or
‘‘surge’’ flows, creating mini-waves in the
creek. The government has obtained reserved
rights for those creeks. The Dunes and the
surrounding area overlie the groundwater
system on which the features of the Dunes
and adjacent wetlands rely.

The San Luis Valley in Colorado has
unique hydrologic characteristics. Under-
lying the lands in the Valley are two
aquifers: the upper aquifer is known as the
‘‘unconfined’’ or ‘‘shallow’’ aquifer, the lower
aquifer is called the ‘‘confined’’ aquifer.
These aquifers interact with the surface
streams to create a delicate hydrologic bal-
ance within the Valley. The agricultural
economy and the wildlife values are depend-
ent on maintaining that balance. Although
there is a considerable amount of water in
the confined aquifer, pumping that water to
the surface will disrupt the overall balance.
The State Engineer recognized this in 1972,
when he stopped issuing well-permits.

S. 2547 recognizes that some lands adjacent
to the Dunes contain important portions of
the sand dune mass and the ground water
system on which the sand dune and wetland
systems depend. S. 2547 provides the Sec-
retary of the Interior with authority to pro-
tect this hydrologic system by purchasing
lands surrounding the dunes, thus protecting
the aquifers from being significantly de-
pleted.

The State of Colorado, along with New
Mexico and Texas, is party to the Rio Grande
Compact, which allocates waters of the Rio
Grande among the three states. Under the
1938 Compact, Colorado must make deliv-
eries to the state line pursuant to a schedule
based on the amount of flows in the river.
The State Engineer closely regulates all
withdrawals of water from the stream sys-
tem and connecting groundwater system in
order to make Colorado’s Compact deliv-
eries. The Closed Basin Project, located in
the San Luis Valley, is a federal project, au-
thorized by the Reclamation Project Author-
ization Act of 1972 to provide water to local
federal reserves and to assist Colorado in
making its Compact deliveries. The Project
captures water historically discharged by
evapotransporation from water on the sur-
face or in the soil or by native plant life.
That water is then used to augment the
flows of the Rio Grande, assisting Colorado
in meeting its Compact delivery obligations
and the United States in meeting its treaty
obligations to Mexico. Viability of the
project is dependent upon maintenance of
the delicate hydrologic balance in the Val-
ley.

The Baca Grant No. 4 is a 100,000-acre par-
cel of land located just north and west of the
Great Sand Dunes National Monument. In
1986 American Water Development, Inc.
(‘‘AWDI’’) sought the right to withdraw
200,000 acre-feet of ground water per year
from the aquifers underlying the Grant.
AWDI’s plans met with strong opposition
from the water users, the State, and the
United States, all of whom spent a great deal
of time, effort and funds to protect the Val-
ley resources. The United States opposed the
project not only because of its effect on the
Sand Dunes, but also because of the damage
that would be sustained by the Closed Basin
Project and the national wildlife reserves in
the Valley. The water court found that the
withdrawals of groundwater proposed by
AWDI would lower the water level in the
unconfined aquifer, depleting flows in the
natural stream system and significantly re-
ducing the annual yield of the Closed Basin
Project. The Colorado Supreme Court af-
firmed the findings of the water court.

Water users and the State of Colorado have
been concerned about a new project that
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threatens the hydrologic balance in the Val-
ley. The project, billed as the ‘‘No Dam
Water Project,’’ is sponsored by Stockman’s
Water Company, successors in interest to
AWDI. The project proposes the transbasin
export of up to 100,000 acre-feet of confined
aquifer water from a well field on the Baca
Grant No. 4. We know that the withdrawal of
any water will affect the system overall.

Over the last seven years, the community
has made efforts through The Nature Conser-
vancy to acquire land near the Sand Dunes
in an effort to protect this natural resource.
Last year, The Nature Conservancy pur-
chased over 50,000 acres of land in two
ranches known as the Zapata Ranch and the
Medano Ranch located directly adjacent and
south of the Sand Dunes National Monu-
ment. The federal government has also ac-
quired another parcel of land in the area
known as the White Ranch for inclusion in
the National Wildlife Refuge system. S. 2547
will assure further protection of the eco-
system.

I strongly support the creation of the Sand
Dunes National Park and Preserve as pro-
vided in S. 2547. The bill contains sufficient
language to protect existing water rights
and provides that the Secretary shall obtain
any new water right in accordance with fed-
eral and State law. Further, if lands on the
Baca Grant No. 4 are acquired, all water
rights and water resources associated with
the Grant shall be restricted for use only
within the park, preserve, or immediately
surrounding areas of Alamosa or Saguache
Counties in Colorado. This protects the Val-
ley from future speculative water projects
intended to export water to other basins
within and outside the State of Colorado,
which would be damaging to the Sand Dunes
and its ecosystem.

S. 2547 will preserve a very unique and out-
standing resource in this country, the Sand
Dunes and their associated resources. It will
also protect the delicate hydrologic balance
of the San Luis Valley, assuring the re-
sources necessary to sustain the Sand Dunes.
I am committed to working with Congress
and the Administration to achieve these
laudable goals.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HEFLEY), a senior member of
the Committee on Resources.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I must
object to the bill before us, Senate bill
2547, the Great Sand Dunes National
Park and Preserve Act. This bill has
never been the subject of hearings in
the House of Representatives before
the Committee on Resources.

National parks should not be des-
ignated without going through the
process. The gentleman from Utah (Mr.
HANSEN) and I have worked long and
hard in that committee, the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN) is chairman of
the Subcommittee on National Parks
and Public Lands, to see that there is a
logical process for naming national
parks.

One of the reasons for that is that we
love national parks. We are proud of
our national parks, and we do not have
the resources, it seems, to take care of
the national parks we have like they
should be taken care of.

We have in Yellowstone, one of the
jewels of the system, in Yosemite, we
have roads that have potholes in them;

we have guardrails that are falling
down, all kinds of maintenance things
that we simply do not have the re-
sources to take care of evidently be-
cause we are not doing a very good job
of it.

So when we add national parks, that
draws on all the other national parks,
and the pie is divided up that much
more. The main thing is it ought to go
through a logical process. The gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and I
several years ago put in legislation in
place to see that that would happen.
What ought to happen with this bill is
that next year we ought to have hear-
ings on it. We ought to take it through
the process and we ought to answer all
the questions.

Now there are a number of questions
to be answered. First, most National
Park Service regulations say that a
park comprises a variety of resources.
Now I know the proponents of this
would say that there are a variety of
resources. There are mountains, there
are streams and so forth, but the basic
thing is there is a pile of sand, a beau-
tiful pile of sand. But that is the basic
resource for this park.

If the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
UDALL) has been, and he has, in a lot of
national parks, I would start with
Rocky Mountain National Park, for in-
stance, in our own State, I would ask
the gentleman to compare that in his
own mind to the Sand Dunes National
Park, and it does not compare.

I do not honestly feel this rises to the
level of a national park. I think it is a
great national monument, but I do not
think it rises to the level of a national
park.

b 1945
Second, the land acquisition provi-

sions of this bill are open to discussion.
This gives the Secretary the right to
acquire land, and it takes it out of the
hands of Congress. Usually we are the
ones that do the acquiring of land. This
gives the Secretary the right to do
that.

The Baca Ranch, which is adjacent to
the existing monument, I would have
no objection to us buying and adding to
the monument, except there is a prob-
lem with whether it is for sale or not;
some of the owners want to sell it,
some do not, and the price that has
been quoted to me is far above the ap-
praised value on it. I do not think we
want to get into that kind of a situa-
tion.

Third, the act would create as many
as four inholders, none of which have
been contacted, as far as I can tell, as
to their feelings in this matter.

Lastly, there is a question of water
beneath the dunes. One of the main
reasons for this bill is to stop the spec-
ulation on water in that valley. Now, I
do not want water in that valley to
come to the front range of Colorado. I
do not want it to come to Colorado
Springs, Aurora, or anywhere else. I
want that water to stay in the valley.

So this is a good part of the bill. If
you actually bought the ranch and tied

up the water and kept it in the valley,
that is a good part of it. I think that
can be done as a monument. It does not
have to be a national park. In fact,
every bit of this, except the Baca
Ranch, is protected in one way or an-
other. It is either wilderness, national
forest, or monument. So this is not an
environmental vote. The environment
is being protected, whether it is a na-
tional park or not.

There are many public officials in
Colorado who would like to have input
into this and have contacted me, not
the least of which are the three county
commissioners from the county where
this is, who are opposed to this.

By circumventing the process, we
lose the opportunity for the public to
have input in it, which I think that the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. UDALL)
would champion, that the public should
have input into anything like this. We
have been contacted by numerous pub-
lic officials who say, we would like to
testify on this. We would like to testify
on this.

Therefore, I urge that S. 2547 be re-
jected and that next year we have full
hearings on it. It may be this is the
right thing to do. We may decide it is
the right thing to do. But is not the
right thing to do this way. I do not
know very many times in the history
of this House where you have des-
ignated a national park without it
going through the full procedure of
both the House and the Senate.

The arguments I get for it are two-
fold. The water we have already talked
about. That is a good argument. Sec-
ond, economic development. Well, you
should not name national parks as an
economic development process. That is
not why they should be named.

All I am asking is we go through the
normal process; we have the hearings,
and we make a decision based upon the
merit, not based upon who can put the
most pressure on the Speaker. This did
not come out of the committee; this
came out of the Speaker’s office. He
put it on the calendar. I do not know
why he put it on the calendar and cir-
cumvented the whole process. I do not
think he should have, but this should
not be based on that. It should be based
upon merit.

I ask us to reject this and have the
hearings, go through the process, and
then we may well decide it is a good
idea.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as she may con-
sume to the gentlewoman from Colo-
rado (Ms. DEGETTE).

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of this legisla-
tion. Colorado’s Great Sand Dunes area
is an amazing site, well worth the pro-
tection afforded by a national park des-
ignation.

As we have seen from that magnifi-
cent photo that my colleague from the
Western Slope has, the Sand Dunes rise
up from the Colorado plains evoking
the great Sahara Desert’s mountains of
sand. Yet the Great Sand Dunes are but
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a part of the larger unique ecosystem.
The snow-capped Sangre de Cristo
Mountains tower in the background,
and nearby wetlands harbor numerous
species, including sandhill cranes and
white-faced ibis. The entire ecosystem
will benefit from the protection Con-
gress provides today.

This designation will also benefit the
people of southern Colorado, not only
because it protects one of their most
treasured natural resources, but also
because such protection will boost the
local economy. Preserving natural re-
sources provides Western Slope com-
munities with a comparative advan-
tage over other rural areas for diversi-
fying their economy by enhancing
their ability to attract and retain busi-
nesses and a talented workforce. Pro-
tecting public lands provides many
economic benefits and maintains the
natural capital that forms the founda-
tion of Colorado’s identity, quality of
life and economic well-being.

I sincerely hope that the passage of
this bill is the next step in a con-
centrated effort to safeguard all lands
in Colorado which are deserving of ap-
propriate protection.

Last year, for example, I introduced
H.R. 829, the Colorado Wilderness Act.
This legislation would designate 1.4
million acres of land in Colorado as
wilderness, including a small portion of
the Great Sand Dunes. Today’s legisla-
tion does not include any wilderness
designation, and I hope the Colorado
delegation will work together, as we
did on this bill and several other bills,
to provide the protection wilderness
designation affords to these areas.

Earlier this year, the Colorado dele-
gation came together to designate the
Black Ridge Canyons as wilderness.
Yesterday the House passed the Span-
ish Peaks Wilderness Act. Today we
have another bipartisan effort that will
result in strong protections for unique
parts of Colorado.

These are good first steps. However,
because of the growth pressures on our
precious public lands in Colorado, we
need to look at a comprehensive Colo-
rado public lands policy.

Public support throughout the State
is growing for this proposal tonight
and other public lands proposals, as is
evidenced by the bipartisan support
you heard from my colleagues, that our
legislature, that our local elected offi-
cials and that our citizens have all
across the State for more protection of
public lands. Well, today’s legislation
will provide protection for some of
Colorado’s most unique areas.

We must not stop there. We need to
take additional steps to protect other
areas of Colorado from the threats of
growth and overuse. Areas such as
Dominguez Canyon and Handies Peak
are wilderness study areas that must
be protected through permanent wil-
derness designation. If we wait to act
on each of the 48 areas in Colorado in-
cluded within my bill that deserve wil-
derness protection individually, many
of them will be gone by the time we are
ready to legislate.

So I want to commend my colleague
from the Western Slope. I want to com-
mend my colleague, the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. UDALL), and the bi-
partisan support of my fellow Members
of Congress on this bill. I hope we can
all sit together and work over the re-
cess to have comprehensive Colorado
omnibus wilderness legislation in the
next session.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. MCINNIS).

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I think
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
HEFLEY) brought up a few points that
should be addressed here.

First of all, in regard to the
inholdings, there are three inholdings
within the national park. All three of
those are held by the Nature Conser-
vancy District, which is 100 percent be-
hind this national park.

In regard to the gentleman’s discus-
sions on process and we should never
have a national park and have not had
one in the best of the gentleman’s
memory that has happened in a process
that did not go through the House com-
mittee, remember, this went through
full hearings at the Senate committee.
To the best of my knowledge, none of
the gentleman’s staff, none of the staff
of any of the people the gentleman was
talking about, even expressed an inter-
est to go sit in on these hearings.

But back to my point: 2 weeks ago
there was a national park, which, by
the way, I support, that was included
in the Interior bill, and there were no
objections raised on the floor.

That is the mystery of this. I want
the gentleman to know, I have gone to
the committee. I have gone to my good
colleague, and I say this with all due
respect, because our dispute is a profes-
sional dispute, not a personal dispute,
but I have gone to the gentleman and
said, give me a hearing. I want this bill
heard on its merits. Let it rise or fall
on its own merits. But Colorado and
the future of America, they deserve
this national park.

It is in my district, by the way. I
know a little something about it. I was
denied the hearing month after month
after month. Not by the chairman, by
the way, not by the chairman, but at
the request of the chairman.

I had no other choice but use the
same rules that the gentleman who is
opposed to this this evening, the rules
he is using to kill this national park,
the same rules I used to get to the
House floor. The beauty of bringing it
to the House floor is 435 Congressmen,
435 Congressmen make the decision
whether this should be a national park.
Not one Congressman. Not one Con-
gressman kills this national park; 435
or 434 of my colleagues make the deci-
sion based on the merits whether we
deserve another national park.

There are a number of other issues
we ought to talk about. When we talk
about the water to the dunes, as the
gentleman and I discussed, and I know
this and I say this to the credit of the

gentleman, this gentleman understands
water. He has years of meritorious
service in the State legislature of Colo-
rado as well as the U.S. Congress on
water issues.

But the gentleman could agree with
me; you drain the water out of the
Sand Dunes and you destroy it. You de-
stroy the most unique, or the only, the
only geological, geographical, any type
of archeological, I could go on and on,
type of site in the world that exists.
You cannot drain the water out of
there. Draining the water out is like
taking the blood out of a human body
and then telling the body to continue
to live. It does not happen. It is de-
stroyed. That water is the human blood
for the San Luis Valley. I urge my col-
league to join me in regards to that.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that this
process is within the process of the
House, or we would not be here today.
We had suspensions. In fact the Sand
Creek, by our colleague, the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. SCHAFFER), yester-
day, followed the exact same process.
But I did not see anybody up there ob-
jecting to that.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HEFLEY).

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would
say to the gentleman from Colorado
(Mr. MCINNIS), I do not want to prolong
this. I think we have said what needs
to be said.

The gentleman repeated several
times that this is his district, his dis-
trict, his district, as if it is in his dis-
trict, we ought to do it.

When I got on the Subcommittee on
National Parks and Public Lands sev-
eral years ago, I discovered that a lot
of Members were bringing parks home
to their district, whether they had any
merit or not. Steamtown, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN) may
remember Steamtown is one of them.
Our good friend Joe McDade brought
that one home. I guess this has a whole
lot more merit than that did, by the
way. So there is interest by people
when that is not in their district.
There is interest in that park, or
whether it is a park or not.

I do not know if the gentleman heard
me, because I think the gentleman was
talking to one of his staff at the time,
but when the gentleman starts talking
about draining water out from under
the Dunes, I have no intention, and the
gentleman knows that, of draining
water out from under the Dunes.

The gentleman is absolutely right;
you take that water, and the Dunes go
away. The water has to stay there. I
want the water to stay there, not just
for the Dunes, but I want the water in
the San Luis Valley to stay in the San
Luis Valley. I do not want it coming to
the Eastern Slope or the big cities. I
want it to stay there, because if it does
not stay there, I think that valley,
which is already economically de-
pressed in many ways, becomes a real
problem. So I want the water to stay
there, and I do not want there to be
any mistake about that.
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I guess I would just close by saying

again, yes, this is part of the process;
but it is a subversion of the process.
There was a national park put in the
Interior bill. I voted against that. I
think that was wrong. I do not think
that this should be part of the process.
I think the process should be both
Houses go through their committee
structure, ask the questions, have the
hearings, let everybody who wants to
have input into it, and then make a
logical decision.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I had two comments I
wanted to add to the debate this
evening. I agree with my colleague, the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
HEFLEY), that this is not just a ques-
tion of the third district in Colorado; it
is a question I think for all of Colorado
and really for all of the Nation; and
that is why I support the bill, because
I believe it will be good for Colorado,
and it will be good for the Nation. I
think it is important to bring it to the
House and let all 435 of us have our say
on this idea, that we would create a na-
tional park.

The other thing I want to add just
from a personal point of view is that
when you go to that area and you look
at the Sand Dunes and their unique-
ness, I agree with the gentleman, if it
was just the Sand Dunes we were talk-
ing about, they might not rise to the
level of a park. But when you add in
this very diverse set of ecosystems that
rise to the 14,000-foot level, it is truly
unique, and I believe truly worthy of
national park status.

That is why I support this legisla-
tion, and I think my colleague, the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
MCINNIS), has been right in bringing
this question forward to the full House.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. MCINNIS).

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, again to
the colleague, talk about subversion of
the process, subversion of the process
occurs when you cannot even get a
committee hearing. I will not embar-
rass the gentleman by asking him, but
I would if I were in some kind of real
knock-down-drag-out, ask the ques-
tion, did not I in fact request that this
go to the committee? Did not the gen-
tleman in fact request that it not go to
the committee?

b 2000

The fact is this has had Senate hear-
ings. The fact is that the gentleman
can stall this bill to its death. Today is
the last opportunity this bill will have
to pass. It is the last opportunity to
create a national park in the Third
Congressional District, in my opinion,
for a long period of time.

It has the unanimous support of the
Governor’s office, the Attorney Gen-
eral, near unanimous support of the

State House, near unanimous support
of the State Senate, unanimous sup-
port of the United States Senate.

This bill will pass on its merits, and
that is what we have asked it to do, go
on its merits. I should also bring up the
point, because I am a strong private
properties advocate, and my colleague
from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY) brings up
the point to the best of his knowledge
the owners of the Baca Ranch that
would be involved in this are not inter-
ested in selling the ranch; wrong.

I have their correspondence.
Mr. Speaker, I submit the following

for the RECORD:
HOGAN & HARTSON, L.L.P.,

Washington, DC, October 24, 2000.
Office of Congressman SCOTT MCINNIS,
Cannon House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: Farallon Cap-
ital Management owns a controlling interest
in the Baca Ranch, located adjacent to Great
Sand Dunes National Monument in southern
Colorado. As controlling owners, we are fully
supportive of establishment of Great Sand
Dunes National Park and National Preserve
as proposed in S. 2547 and of the govern-
ment’s interest in acquiring the Baca Ranch
property as provided for in Section 8 of S.
2547. To that end, we completed an inde-
pendent Appraisal Report on April 18, 2000,
and we look forward to continuing our co-
operation with completion of the National
Park and National Preserve. In addition, we
have been in close contact with the Adminis-
tration which fully supports this legislation
and we look forward to completing the trans-
action for Baca Ranch following enactment
of S. 2547.

Sincerely,
DOUGLAS P. WHEELER,

Attorney for Farallon Capital Management.

Mr. Speaker, let me quote from the
correspondence, as controlling owners,
as controlling owners, we are fully sup-
portive of establishment of the Great
Sand Dunes National Park and the gov-
ernment’s interest in acquiring the
ranch property.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MCINNIS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Colorado.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, maybe
the gentleman misunderstood what I
said or I did not say it very well. I said
there was a division among the owners
as to whether or not to sell or not. The
owners in San Francisco want to sell;
the owners in Colorado do not.

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I will ac-
cept that from the gentleman. I will
say the controlling owners. We do have
a minority holder out there who thinks
for pricing and negotiation purposes.
The fact is that the controlling owners
think it is a great proposal. The end
holders think it is a great proposal;
they support it. The people of the val-
ley think it is a great proposal.

The gentleman brought up three
county commissioners in a very small
county. I have gone to them. They
were worried about their $68,000 loss of
property tax. I replaced it with $80-
some-thousand, and it has an infla-
tionary type of clause in it. It is not
exactly stuck with inflation, but it
goes up, that we will increase that
amount every year.

We have done everything we can to
appease those people, but what I think
is the most important as I speak to the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY)
is this process that we are talking
about. I agree with the gentleman on
Steamtown. I agree with the gen-
tleman on some of these other issues,
but I think everybody with a couple of
exceptions who has taken a look at
this, the Sand Dunes say, gosh, this
ought to be preserved for all future of
America. We ought to expand on this
and make it a national park.

The fact that we have it on here on
the House floor is exactly where it
ought to be. The best point I think the
gentleman has made this evening is,
Mr. MCINNIS, just because it is in your
congressional district does not mean
we should vote for it; that is right.
That is why 435 Members of the United
States Congress should vote for it, not
one person in one committee stop it
from ever having a hearing.

Mr. Speaker, just the same as we
should not pass it just because of the
fact it is in my district, we should also
not allow it to have a committee hear-
ing because of one person. We should
bring it to the whole body, and that is
exactly what we have done this
evening. I encourage all of my 434 col-
leagues to vote yes on this and create
a national park for the future of Amer-
ica.

I am proud of it. People in Colorado
are proud of it. We want to show it off,
not just to America, but to the world.

Mr. Speaker, I am submitting a letter from
the State of Colorado raising an issue regard-
ing control and management of hunting in the
Great Sand Dunes National Preserve. I share
the State of Colorado’s concern, and as the
House author of this bill and one involved in
the negotiations that produced the final Senate
version, I would read the current language in
the light most favorable to Colorado’s sov-
ereignty and predominant role in hunting, fish-
ing and trapping that states have in our fed-
eral/state system. Specifically, the term ‘‘lim-
ited periods’’ in section 7(c)(2) of the bill, refer-
ring to the time periods that hunting, fishing or
trapping in the preserve may be prohibited,
should be strictly construed to limit the time
and nature of the closures or restrictions on
hunting, fishing and trapping in the Great
Sand Dunes National Preserve. Permanent
closures or expansive closures would abso-
lutely run counter to the intent of this legisla-
tion.

Moreover, section 7(c)(3) of the legislation
calls for consultation by the Park Service with
the appropriate Colorado agency on any lim-
ited prohibitions of hunting, fishing and trap-
ping. As an author of this legislation, this lan-
guage should be read as expansively as pos-
sible to require real, meaningful consultation
with the State of Colorado, including involve-
ment in the decisions and crafting the scope
and nature of any closures to allow for the
maximum management of the bighorn sheep
herds and other wildlife in the Great Sand
Dunes Preserve.
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STATE OF COLORADO,

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES,
Denver, CO, October 4, 2000.

Mr. MIKE HESS,
Cannon Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MIKE: Per our telephone conversa-
tion earlier today, it has come to our atten-
tion that some important language in the
Great Sand Dunes National Park bill was not
included. Specifically, the paragraph requir-
ing the Secretary of the Interior to obtain
approval of the Colorado Division of Wildlife
before closing hunting opportunities, except
for emergencies, was replaced with general
consultation language.

This current form causes problems for the
State of Colorado. We are concerned about
giving the Secretary carte blanche to control
the way we manage game and non-game spe-
cies on a new national park.

As you know, the bighorn sheep is Colo-
rado’s state animal, and the Sangre de
Christo Mountains are home to the State’s
largest bighorn sheep herds. The manage-
ment of this herd has been one of the Divi-
sion of Wildlife’s biggest success stories over
the years, and the possibility that our most
important management tool could be taken
away by the Secretary of the Interior is ad-
verse to the best interests of the State and
our wildlife.

Furthermore, any ban on hunting in the
expansion areas would also greatly reduce
our ability to properly manage the elk herd
in that game unit. This will increase our ani-
mal damage payments to citizens and reduce
recreational opportunities.

I hope this is helpful. Thanks for all your
great work on this important bill.

Sincerely,
GREG WALCHER,

Executive Director.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I just want to add a
final word. I urge passage of this bill. I
think it is the right thing to do for the
State of Colorado. It is the right thing
to do for the country. My colleague,
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
MCINNIS), has made a powerful argu-
ment. It is the right thing to do for the
citizens of the world who would come
to see this very unique area that starts
with the Sand Dunes in a low elevation
and rises to 14,000-foot peaks. I hope
the House will do the right thing.

Madam Speaker, I urge passage of
this bill.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the Senate bill,
S. 2547.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

HARRIET TUBMAN SPECIAL
RESOURCE STUDY ACT

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill (S. 2345) to direct the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct a spe-
cial resource study concerning the
preservation and public use of sites as-
sociated with Harriet Tubman located
in Auburn, New York, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 2345

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Harriet Tub-
man Special Resource Study Act’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—
(1) Harriet Tubman was born into slavery

on a plantation in Dorchester County, Mary-
land, in 1821;

(2) in 1849, Harriet Tubman escaped the
plantation on foot, using the North Star for
direction and following a route through
Maryland, Delaware, and Pennsylvania to
Philadelphia, where she gained her freedom;

(3) Harriet Tubman is an important figure
in the history of the United States, and is
most famous for her role as a ‘‘conductor’’
on the Underground Railroad, in which, as a
fugitive slave, she helped hundreds of
enslaved individuals to escape to freedom be-
fore and during the Civil War;

(4) during the Civil War, Harriet Tubman
served the Union Army as a guide, spy, and
nurse;

(5) after the Civil War, Harriet Tubman
was an advocate for the education of black
children;

(6) Harriet Tubman settled in Auburn, New
York, in 1857, and lived there until 1913;

(7) while in Auburn, Harriet Tubman dedi-
cated her life to caring selflessly and tire-
lessly for people who could not care for
themselves, was an influential member of
the community and an active member of the
Thompson Memorial A.M.E. Zion Church,
and established a home for the elderly;

(8) Harriet Tubman was a friend of William
Henry Seward, who served as the Governor of
and a Senator from the State of New York
and as Secretary of State under President
Abraham Lincoln;

(9) 4 sites in Auburn that directly relate to
Harriet Tubman and are listed on the Na-
tional Register of Historic Places are—

(A) Harriet Tubman’s home;
(B) the Harriet Tubman Home for the

Aged;
(C) the Thompson Memorial A.M.E. Zion

Church; and
(D) Harriet Tubman Home for the Aged and

William Henry Seward’s home in Auburn are
national historic landmarks.
SEC. 3. STUDY CONCERNING SITES IN AUBURN,

NEW YORK, ASSOCIATED WITH HAR-
RIET TUBMAN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-
terior shall conduct a special resource study
of the national significance, feasibility of
long-term preservation, and public use of the
following sites associated with Harriet Tub-
man:

(1) Harriet Tubman’s Birthplace, located
on Greenbriar Road, off of Route 50, in Dor-
chester County, Maryland.

(2) Bazel Church, located 1 mile South of
Greenbriar Road in Cambridge, Maryland.

(3) Harriet Tubman’s home, located at 182
South Street, Auburn, New York.

(4) The Harriet Tubman Home for the
Aged, located at 180 South Street, Auburn,
New York.

(5) The Thompson Memorial A.M.E. Zion
Church, located at 33 Parker Street, Auburn,
New York.

(6) Harriet Tubman’s grave at Fort Hill
Cemetery, located at 19 Fort Street, Auburn,
New York.

(7) William Henry Seward’s home, located
at 33 South Street, Auburn, New York.

(b) INCLUSION OF SITES IN THE NATIONAL
PARK SYSTEM.—The study under subsection
(a) shall include an analysis and any rec-
ommendations of the Secretary concerning
the suitability and feasibility of—

(1) designating one or more of the sites
specified in subsection (a) as units of the Na-
tional Park System; and

(2) establishing a national heritage cor-
ridor that incorporates the sites specified in
subsection (a) and any other sites associated
with Harriet Tubman.

(c) STUDY GUIDELINES.—In conducting the
study authorized by this Act, the Secretary
shall use the criteria for the study of areas
for potential inclusion in the National Park
System contained in Section 8 of P.L. 91–383,
as amended by Section 303 of the National
Park Omnibus Management Act ((P.L. 105–
391), 112 Stat. 3501).

(d) CONSULTATION.—In preparing and con-
ducting the study under subsection (a), the
Secretary shall consult with—

(1) the Governors of the States of Maryland
and New York;

(2) a member of the Board of County Com-
missioners of Dorchester County, Maryland;

(3) the Mayor of the city of Auburn, New
York;

(4) the owner of the sites specified in sub-
section (a); and

(5) the appropriate representatives of—
(A) the Thompson Memorial A.M.E. Zion

Church;
(B) the Bazel Church;
(C) the Harriet Tubman Foundation; and
(D) the Harriet Tubman Organization, Inc.
(e) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after

the date on which funds are made available
for the study under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report de-
scribing the results of the study.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, S. 2345, introduced
by Senator CHUCK SCHUMER, directs the
Secretary of the Interior to conduct a
special study to determine the poten-
tial inclusion of sites associated with
Harriet Tubman in the National Park
System.

Harriet Tubman is a famous figure in
our Nation’s history. After gaining her
own freedom by escaping to the North,
Harriet Tubman helped hundreds of
enslaved individuals escape to freedom
along the Underground Railroad. Dur-
ing the Civil War, she served the Union
as a guide, spy, and nurse. After the
war, she acted as a powerful advocate
for the education of black children and
care for the elderly.

This piece of legislation will help de-
termine the suitability and feasibility
of designating sites associated with
Harriet Tubman as a unit of the Na-
tional Park Service.
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Madam Speaker, I urge my col-

leagues to support S. 2345.
Madam Speaker, I yield such time as

he may consume to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. HOUGHTON).

Mr. HOUGHTON. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding the
time to me. This will be the shortest
endorsement ever, but I would like to
second the words of the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN). He has ex-
plained the importance of the Harriet
Tubman legacy, and what this is is
really a resources bill, a study bill.

This is an extraordinary woman who
had a great record in saving many,
many lives, and the whole thrust of
this thing is to be able to study the
various institutions and the buildings
and the area not only in New York, but
also in Maryland.

Madam Speaker, I would also like to
thank Senator SCHUMER for his en-
dorsement of this. I would like to
thank Vince DeForest of the National
Park Service and also Mike Long of the
Auburn City Planning. They have done
a wonderful job in trying to espouse
this whole project.

As the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
HANSEN) has said, Ms. Tubman was an
extraordinary historic figure. She
served as a nurse and a guide and did
all sorts of things for saving the lives
of people and also educating them later
on, so we have this opportunity to pre-
serve such a tremendous legacy. I
would like to ask the House to join in
voting for this bill.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I would like to join
my colleagues in support of this legis-
lation, and thank them for bringing it
to the floor, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. HOUGHTON) for his support
and Senator SCHUMER for drafting this
legislation. I urge Members to support
the bill.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 2345.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

NATIONAL MARINE SANCTUARIES
AMENDMENTS ACT OF 1999

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill (S. 1482) to amend the Na-
tional Marine Sanctuaries Act, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 1482

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National
Marine Sanctuaries Amendments Act of
1999’’.
SEC. 2. AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL MARINE

SANCTUARIES ACT.

Except as otherwise expressly provided,
whenever in this Act an amendment or re-
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment
or repeal to, or repeal of, a section or other
provision, the reference shall be considered
to be made to a section or other provision of
the National Marine Sanctuaries Act (16
U.S.C. 1431 et seq.).
SEC. 3. CHANGES IN FINDINGS, PURPOSES, AND

POLICIES.

(a) AMENDMENT OF FINDINGS.—Section
301(a) (16 U.S.C. 1431(a)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘research, educational, or
aesthetic’’ in paragraph (2) and inserting
‘‘scientific, educational, cultural, archae-
ological, or aesthetic’’;

(2) by inserting ‘‘ecosystem’’ after ‘‘com-
prehensive’’ in paragraph (3);

(3) by striking ‘‘wise use’’ in paragraph (5)
and inserting ‘‘sustainable use’’;

(4) by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon
in paragraph (5);

(5) by striking ‘‘protection of these’’ in
paragraph (6) and inserting ‘‘protecting the
biodiversity, habitats, and qualities of
such’’; and

(6) by inserting ‘‘and the values and eco-
logical services they provide’’ in paragraph
(6) after ‘‘living resources’’.

(b) AMENDMENT OF PURPOSES AND POLI-
CIES.—Section 301(b) (16 1431(b)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘significance;’’ in paragraph
(1) and inserting ‘‘significance and to man-
age these areas as the National Marine Sanc-
tuary System;’’;

(2) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(3) to maintain natural biodiversity and
biological communities, and to protect, and
where appropriate, restore, and enhance nat-
ural habitats, populations, and ecological
processes;’’;

(3) by striking ‘‘understanding, apprecia-
tion, and wise use of the marine environ-
ment;’’ in paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘un-
derstanding, and appreciation of the natural,
historical, cultural, and archaeological re-
sources of national marine sanctuaries;’’;

(4) by redesignating paragraphs (5) through
(9) as paragraphs (6) through (10), and insert-
ing after paragraph (4) the following:

‘‘(5) to support, promote, and coordinate
scientific research on, and long-term moni-
toring of, the resources of these marine
areas;’’;

(5) by striking ‘‘areas;’’ in paragraph (8), as
redesignated, and inserting ‘‘areas, including
the application of innovative management
techniques; and’’;

(6) by striking ‘‘marine resources; and’’ in
paragraph (9), as redesignated, and inserting
‘‘marine and coastal resources.’’; and

(7) by striking paragraph (10), as redesig-
nated.
SEC. 4. CHANGES IN DEFINITIONS.

Section 302 (16 U.S.C. 1432) is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘304(a)(1)(C)(v)’’ in para-

graph (1) and inserting ‘‘304(a)(2)(A)’’;
(2) by striking ‘‘ ‘Magnuson’’ in paragraph

(2) and inserting ‘‘ ‘Magnuson-Stevens’’;
(3) by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon

in subparagraph (B) of paragraph (6);
(4) by striking ‘‘resources;’’ in subpara-

graph (C) of paragraph (6) and inserting ‘‘re-
sources; and’’;

(5) by inserting after paragraph (6)(C) the
following:

‘‘(D) the cost of curation and conservation
of archaeological, historical, and cultural
sanctuary resources;’’;

(6) by striking ‘‘injury;’’ in paragraph (7)
and inserting ‘‘injury, including enforcement
activities related to any incident;’’

(7) by striking ‘‘educational, or ’’ in para-
graph (8) and inserting ‘‘educational, cul-
tural, archaeological,’’;

(8) by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon
in paragraph (8);

(9) by striking ‘‘Magnuson Fishery Con-
servation and Management Act.’’ in para-
graph (9) and inserting ‘‘Magnuson-Stevens
Act;’’; and

(10) by adding at the end thereof the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(10) ‘system’ means the National Marine
Sanctuary System established by section 303;
and

‘‘(11) ‘person’ has the meaning given that
term by section 1 of title 1, United States
Code, but includes a department, agency, and
instrumentality of the government of the
United States, a State, or a foreign Nation.’’.

SEC. 5. CHANGES IN SANCTUARY DESIGNATION
STANDARDS.

Section 303 (16 U.S.C. 1433) is amended—
(1) by striking the section caption and in-

serting the following:

‘‘SEC. 303. NATIONAL MARINE SANCTUARY SYS-
TEM.’’;

(2) by striking subsection (a) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF SYSTEM.—There is
established the National Marine Sanctuary
System, which shall consist of national ma-
rine sanctuaries designated by the Secretary
in accordance with this title.’’;

(3) by striking paragraph (3) of subsection
(b), and redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2)
as paragraphs (2) and (3);

(4) by striking so much of subsection (b) as
precedes paragraph (2), as redesignated, and
inserting the following:

‘‘(b) SANCTUARY DESIGNATION STANDARDS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Before designating an

area of the marine environment as a na-
tional marine sanctuary, the Secretary shall
find that—

‘‘(A) the area is of special national signifi-
cance due to its—

‘‘(i) biodiversity;
‘‘(ii) ecological importance;
‘‘(iii) archaeological, cultural, or historical

importance; or
‘‘(iv) human-use values;
‘‘(B) existing State and Federal authorities

should be supplemented to ensure coordi-
nated and comprehensive conservation and
management of the area, including resource
protection, scientific research, and public
education;

‘‘(C) designation of the area as a national
marine sanctuary will facilitate the objec-
tives in subparagraph (B); and

‘‘(D) the area is of a size and nature that
will permit comprehensive and coordinated
conservation and management.’’;

(5) by striking ‘‘subsection (a)’’ in para-
graph (2), as redesignated, and inserting
‘‘paragraph (1)’’;

(6) by redesignating subparagraphs (E)
through (I) of paragraph (2), as redesignated,
as paragraphs (F) through (J), and inserting
after paragraph (D) the following:

‘‘(E) the areas’s scientific value and value
for monitoring as a special area of the ma-
rine environment;’’;

(7) by redesignating subparagraphs (H), (I),
and (J), as redesignated, as subparagraphs
(I), (J), and (K) and by inserting after sub-
paragraph (G), as redesignated, the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(H) the feasibility, where appropriate, of
employing innovative management ap-
proaches to protect sanctuary resources or
to manage compatible uses;’’;
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(8) by striking ‘‘vital habitats, and re-

sources which generate tourism;’’ in sub-
paragraph (I), as redesignated, and inserting
‘‘and vital habitats;’’;

(9) by redesignating subparagraphs (J) and
(K) as subparagraphs (K) and (L), and insert-
ing after subparagraph (I) the following:

‘‘(J) the value of the area as an addition to
the System;’’; and

(10) by striking ‘‘Merchant Marine and
Fisheries’’ in subparagraph (A) of paragraph
(3), as redesignated, and inserting ‘‘Re-
sources’’;

(11) by inserting after ‘‘Administrator’’ in
subparagraph (B) of paragraph (3), as redesig-
nated the following: ‘‘of the Environmental
Protection Agency,’’; and

(12) by adding at the end of subsection (b)
the following:

‘‘(4) REQUIRED FINDINGS.—
‘‘(A) NEW DESIGNATIONS.—Before beginning

the designation process for any sanctuary
that is not a designated sanctuary before
January 1, 2000, the Secretary shall make,
and submit to the Congress, a finding that
each designated sanctuary has—

‘‘(i) an operational level of facilities,
equipment, and employees;

‘‘(ii) a list of priorities it considers most
urgent and a strategy to address those prior-
ities;

‘‘(iii) a plan and schedule to complete site
characterization studies to inventory exist-
ing sanctuary resources, including cultural
resources; and

‘‘(iv) a plan for enforcement of the Act
within its boundaries, including partnerships
with adjacent States or other authorities.

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (A) does
not apply to any draft management plan,
draft environmental impact statement, or
proposed regulation for a Thunder Bay Na-
tional Marine Sanctuary.’’.
SEC. 6. CHANGES IN PROCEDURES FOR DESIGNA-

TION AND IMPLEMENTATION.
(a) CHANGES IN NOTICE REQUIREMENTS.—

Section 304(a) (16 U.S.C. 1434(a)) is amended—
(1) by striking paragraph (1)(C) and insert-

ing the following:
‘‘(C) on the same day the notice required

by subparagraph (A) is submitted to the Of-
fice of the Federal Register, the Secretary
shall submit a copy of the notice and the
draft sanctuary designation documents pre-
pared under paragraph (2) to the Committee
on Resources of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate.’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through
(6) as paragraphs (3) through (7), and insert-
ing the following after paragraph (1):

‘‘(2) SANCTUARY DESIGNATION DOCUMENTS.—
The Secretary shall prepare sanctuary des-
ignation documents on the proposal that in-
clude the following:

‘‘(A) A draft environmental impact state-
ment under paragraph (3).

‘‘(B) A management plan document, which
the Secretary shall make available to the
public, containing—

‘‘(i) the terms of the proposed designation;
‘‘(ii) proposed mechanisms to coordinate

existing regulatory and management au-
thorities within the area;

‘‘(iii) the proposed goals and objectives,
management responsibilities, resource stud-
ies, and appropriate strategies for managing
sanctuary resources, including innovative
approaches such as marine zoning, interpre-
tation and education, research, monitoring
and assessment, resource protection, restora-
tion, and enforcement (including surveil-
lance activities for the area);

‘‘(iv) an evaluation of the advantages of co-
operative State and Federal management if
all or part of a proposed marine sanctuary is
within the territorial limits of a State, or is
superjacent to the subsoil and seabed within

the seaward boundary of a State (as estab-
lished under the Submerged Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1301 et seq.);

‘‘(v) an estimate of the annual cost to the
Federal government of the proposed designa-
tion, including costs of personnel, equipment
and facilities, enforcement, research, and
public education; and

‘‘(vi) the regulations proposed under para-
graph (1)(A).

‘‘(C) Maps depicting the boundaries of the
proposed sanctuary.

‘‘(D) A statement of the basis for the find-
ings made under section 303(b)(2).

‘‘(E) An assessment of the considerations
under section 303(b)(1).

‘‘(F) A resource assessment that includes—
‘‘(i) present and potential uses of the area,

including commercial and recreational fish-
ing, research and education, minerals and
energy development, subsistence uses, and
other commercial, governmental, or rec-
reational uses;

‘‘(ii) a discussion, prepared after consulta-
tion with the Secretary of the Interior, of
any commercial, governmental, or rec-
reational resource uses in the areas that are
subject to the primary jurisidiction of the
Department of the Interior; and

‘‘(iii) information prepared in consultation
with the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary
of Energy, and the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency, on any past,
present, or proposed future disposal or dis-
charge of materials in the vicinity of the
proposed sanctuary.’’.

(b) OTHER NOTICE-RELATED CHANGES.—Sec-
tion 304(a) (16 U.S.C. 1434(a)) is further
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘as provided by’’ in sub-
paragraph (A) of paragraph (3), as redesig-
nated, and inserting ‘‘under’’;

(2) by inserting ‘‘cultural, archaeological,’’
after ‘‘educational,’’ in paragraph (4), as re-
designated;

(3) by striking ‘‘only by the same proce-
dures by which the original designation is
made.’’ in paragraph (4), as redesignated, and
inserting ‘‘by following the applicable proce-
dures of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and chapter
5 of title 5, United States Code.’’;

(4) by inserting ‘‘this Act and’’ after ‘‘ob-
jectives of’’ in the second sentence of para-
graph (6), as redesignated; and

(5) by striking ‘‘Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries Resources’’ in paragraph (7), as redesig-
nated, and inserting ‘‘Resources’’.

(c) OTHER CHANGES.—Section 304 (16 U.S.C.
1434) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘or the national system’’
in subsection (b)(2) after ‘‘sanctuary’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘management techniques,’’
in subsection (e) and inserting ‘‘management
techniques and strategies,’’; and

(3) by striking ‘‘title.’’ in subsection (e)
and inserting ‘‘title. This review shall in-
clude a prioritization of management objec-
tives.’’
SEC. 7. CHANGES IN ACTIVITIES PROHIBITED.

Section 306 (16 U.S.C. 1436) is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘sell,’’ in paragraph (2) and

inserting ‘‘offer for sale, sell, purchase, im-
port, export,’’; and

(2) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(3) interfere with the enforcement of this
title by—

‘‘(A) refusing to permit any authorized of-
ficer to board a vessel, other than a vessel
operated by the Department of Defense or
United States Coast Guard, subject to such
person’s control for the purpose of con-
ducting a search or inspection in connection
with the enforcement of this title;

‘‘(B) assaulting, resisting, opposing, imped-
ing, intimidating, or interfering with any au-

thorized officer in the conduct of any search
or inspection under this title;

‘‘(C) submitting false information to the
Secretary or any officer authorized by the
Secretary in connection with any search or
inspection under this title; or

‘‘(D) assaulting, resisting, opposing, imped-
ing, intimidating, harassing, bribing, or
interfering with any person authorized by
the Secretary to implement the provisions of
this title; or’’.
SEC. 8. CHANGES IN ENFORCEMENT PROVISIONS.

Section 307 (16 U.S.C. 1437) is amended—
(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through

(5) of subsection (b) as paragraphs (2)
through (6), and inserting before paragraph
(2) the following:

‘‘(1) arrest any person, if there is reason-
able cause to believe that the person has
committed an act prohibited by section
306(3);’’;

(2) by redesignating subsections (c)
through (j) as subsections (d) through (k),
and inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(c) CRIMINAL OFFENSES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Violation of section

306(3) is punishable by a fine under title 18,
United States Code, imprisonment for not
more than 6 months, or both.

‘‘(2) AGGRAVATED VIOLATIONS.—If a person
in the course of violating section 306(3)—

‘‘(A) uses a dangerous weapon,
‘‘(B) causes bodily injury to any person au-

thorized to enforce this title or to implement
its provisions, or

‘‘(C) causes such a person to fear imminent
bodily injury,

then the violation is punishable by a fine
under title 18, United States Code, imprison-
ment for not more than 10 years, or both.’’;

(3) by redesignating subsections (e)
through (k), as redesignated, as subsections
(f) through (l), respectively, and by inserting
after subsection (d), as redesignated, the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(e) JUDICIAL CIVIL PENALTIES.—The Sec-
retary may bring an action to access and col-
lect any civil penalty for which a person is
liable under paragraph (d)(1) in the United
States district court for the district in which
the person from whom the penalty is sought
resides, in which such person’s principal
place of business is located, or where the in-
cident giving rise to civil penalties under
this section occurred.’’;

(4) by inserting ‘‘electronic files,’’ after
‘‘books,’’ in subsection (h), as redesignated;
and

(5) by redesignating subsections (i) through
(l), as designated, as subsections (j) through
(m), and by inserting after subsection (h), as
redesignated, the following:

‘‘(i) NATIONWIDE SERVICE OF PROCESS.—In
any action by the United States under this
chapter, process may be served in any dis-
trict where the defendant is found, resides,
transacts business, or has appointed an
agent for the service of process.’’.
SEC. 9. ADDITIONAL REGULATIONS AUTHORITY

ADDED.
Section 308 (16 U.S.C. 1439) is amended to

read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 308. REGULATIONS AND SEVERABILITY.

‘‘(a) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may
issue such regulations as may be necessary
to carry out this title.

‘‘(b) SEVERABILITY.—If any provision of
this title, or the application thereof to any
person or circumstance, is held invalid, the
validity of the remainder of this title and of
the application of that provision to other
persons and circumstances shall not be af-
fected.’’.
SEC. 10. CHANGES IN RESEARCH, MONITORING,

AND EDUCATION PROVISIONS.
Section 309 (16 U.S.C. 1440) is amended to

read as follows:
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‘‘SEC. 309. RESEARCH, MONITORING, AND EDU-

CATION PROGRAMS AND INTERPRE-
TIVE FACILITIES.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct, support, or coordinate research, moni-
toring, evaluation, and education programs
necessary and reasonable to carry out the
purposes and policies of this title.

‘‘(b) RESEARCH AND MONITORING.—The Sec-
retary may support, promote, and coordinate
appropriate research on, and long-term mon-
itoring of, the resources and human uses of
marine sanctuaries, as is consistent with the
purposes and policies of this title. In car-
rying out this subsection the Secretary may
consult with Federal agencies, States, local
governments, regional agencies, interstate
agencies, or other persons, and coordinate
with the National Estuarine Research Re-
serve System.

‘‘(c) EDUCATION AND INTERPRETIVE FACILI-
TIES.—The Secretary may establish facilities
or displays—

‘‘(1) to promote national marine sanc-
tuaries and the purposes and policies of this
title; and

‘‘(2) either solely or in partnership with
other persons, under an agreement under
section 311.’’.
SEC. 11. CHANGES IN SPECIAL USE PERMIT PRO-

VISIONS.
Section 310 (16 U.S.C. 1441) is amended—
(1) by redesignating subsections (b)

through (e) as subsections (c) through (f),
and by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(b) PUBLIC NOTICE REQUIRED.—The Sec-
retary shall provide appropriate public no-
tice before identifying any activity subject
to a special use permit under subsection
(a).’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘insurance’’ in paragraph
(4) of subsection (c), as redesignated, and in-
serting ‘‘insurance, or post an equivalent
bond,’’;

(3) by striking ‘‘resource and a reasonable
return to the United States Government.’’ in
paragraph (2)(C) of subsection (d), as redesig-
nated, and inserting ‘‘resource.’’;

(4) by redesignating paragraph (3) of sub-
section (d), as redesignated, as paragraph (4),
and by inserting after paragraph (2) thereof
the following:

‘‘(3) WAIVER OR REDUCTION OF FEES.—The
Secretary may waive or reduce fees under
this subsection, or accept in-kind contribu-
tions in lieu of fees under this subsection, for
activities that do not derive profit from the
access to and use of sanctuary resources or
that the Secretary considers to be beneficial
to the system.’’; and

(5) by striking ‘‘designating and’’ in para-
graph (4)(B) of subsection (d), as redesig-
nated.
SEC. 12. CHANGES IN COOPERATIVE AGREE-

MENTS PROVISIONS.
Section 311 (16 U.S.C. 1442) is amended—
(1) by adding at the end of subsection (a)

the following: ‘‘Notwithstanding any other
provision of law to the contrary, the Sec-
retary may apply for, accept, and use grants
from Federal agencies, States, local govern-
ments, regional agencies, interstate agen-
cies, foundations, or other persons, to carry
out the purposes and policies of this title.’’;
and

(2) by redesignating subsections (b), (c),
and (d) as subsections (c), (d), and (e), and in-
serting after subsection (a) the following:

‘‘(b) USE OF STATE AND FEDERAL AGENCY
RESOURCES.—The Secretary may, whenever
appropriate, use by agreement the personnel,
services, or facilities of departments, agen-
cies, and instrumentalities of the govern-
ment of the United States or of any State or
political subdivision thereof on a reimburs-
able or non-reimbursable basis to assist in
carrying out the purposes and policies of this
title.’’.

SEC. 13. CHANGES IN PROVISIONS CONCERNING
DESTRUCTION, LOSS, OR INJURY.

(a) LIABILITY.—Section 312 (16 U.S.C.
1443(a)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘used to destroy, cause the
loss of, or injure’’ in subsection (a)(2) and in-
serting ‘‘that destroys, causes the loss of, or
injures’’;

(2) by inserting ‘‘or vessel’’ after ‘‘person’’
in subsection (a)(4);

(3) by inserting ‘‘(as defined in section
302(11))’’ after ‘‘damages’’ in subsection
(b)(2);

(4) by striking ‘‘vessel who’’ in subsection
(c) and inserting ‘‘vessel that’’;

(5) by striking ‘‘person may’’ in subsection
(c) and inserting ‘‘person or vessel may’’;

(6) by inserting ‘‘by the Secretary’’ after
‘‘used’’ in subsection (d); and

(7) by adding at the end of subsection (d)
the following:

‘‘(4) STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.—An action
for response costs and damages under sub-
section (c) may not be brought more than 2
years after the date of completion of the rel-
evant damage assessment and restoration
plan prepared by the Secretary.’’.
SEC. 14. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 313 (16 U.S.C. 1444) is amended by
striking paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) and in-
serting the following:

‘‘(1) $30,000,000 for fiscal year 2000;
‘‘(2) $32,000,000 for fiscal year 2001;
‘‘(3) $34,000,000 for fiscal year 2002;
‘‘(4) $36,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; and
‘‘(5) $38,000,000 for fiscal year 2004.’’.

SEC. 15. CHANGES IN U.S.S. MONITOR PROVI-
SIONS.

Section 314 (16 U.S.C. 1445) is amended by
striking subsection (b) and redesignating
subsection (c) as subsection (b).
SEC. 16. CHANGES IN ADVISORY COUNCIL PROVI-

SIONS.
Section 315 (16 U.S.C. 1446) is amended by

striking ‘‘provide assistance’’ in subsection
(a) and inserting ‘‘advise and make rec-
ommendations’’.
SEC. 17. CHANGES IN THE SUPPORT ENHANCE-

MENT PROVISIONS.
Section 316 (16 U.S.C. 1447) is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘use’’ in subsection (a)(4)

and inserting ‘‘manufacture, reproduction,
or other use’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘sanctuaries;’’ in subsection
(a)(4) and inserting ‘‘sanctuaries or by per-
sons that enter cooperative agreements with
the Secretary under subsection (f);’’;

(3) by striking ‘‘symbols’’ in subsection
(a)(6) and inserting ‘‘symbols, including sale
of items bearing the symbols,’’;

(4) striking ‘‘Secretary; and’’ in paragraph
(3) of subsection (f), as redesignated, and in-
serting ‘‘Secretary, or without prior author-
ization under subsection (a)(4); or’’; and

(5) by adding at the end thereof the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(f) AUTHORIZATION FOR NON-PROFIT ORGA-
NIZATION TO SOLICIT SPONSORS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may enter
into an agreement with a non-profit organi-
zation authorizing it to assist in the admin-
istration of the sponsorship program estab-
lished under this section. Under an agree-
ment entered into under this paragraph, the
Secretary may authorize the non-profit orga-
nization to solicit persons to be official spon-
sors of the national marine sanctuary pro-
gram or of individual national marine sanc-
tuaries, upon such terms as the Secretary
deems reasonable and will contribute to the
successful administration of the sanctuary
system. The Secretary may also authorize
the non-profit organization to collect the
statutory contribution from the sponsor,
and, subject to paragraph (2), transfer the
contribution to the Secretary.

‘‘(2) REIMBURSEMENT FOR ADMINISTRATIVE
COSTS.—Under the agreement entered into

under paragraph (1), the Secretary may au-
thorize the non-profit organization to retain
not more than 5 percent of the amount of
monetary contributions it receives from offi-
cial sponsors under the agreement to offset
the administrative costs of the organization
in soliciting sponsors.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of S. 1482, which includes a 5-year
authorization of the National Marine
Sanctuaries Program. The bill des-
ignates the existing sanctuaries as the
National Marine Sanctuaries System
in order to promote programwide con-
stituency and coordination.

In addition, this legislation assures
that the value and protection of cul-
tural, historical, and archaeological re-
sources are adequately considered in
the designation and management of the
National Marine Sanctuaries; clarifies
the requirements for sanctuary des-
ignation and the authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out monitoring, edu-
cation and research activities; and al-
lows the President to manage a reserve
in the Northwest Hawaiian Islands in a
manner that conforms with the man-
agement of a national marine sanc-
tuary.

S. 1482 also establishes a program in
honor of Dr. Nancy Foster. Dr. Foster
was a 23-year NOAA employee and
former director of the Sanctuary Pro-
gram who recently passed away.

This program encourages better un-
derstanding of the marine environ-
ment. This bill provides ongoing au-
thority for a very successful program
that has consistently improved the
conservation and management of our
marine national resources, which are
our Nation’s underwater parks.

Madam Speaker, I urge an aye vote
on this measure.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
this legislation. The gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) has quite properly
explained the legislation, and I am
pleased that the legislation will finally
establish a National Marine Sanctuary
System to elevate the stature and im-
portance of the Sanctuary Program
both inside and outside of NOAA.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 1482.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
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the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

PYRAMID OF REMEMBRANCE
FOUNDATION

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1804) to authorize the Pyr-
amid of Remembrance Foundation to
establish a memorial in the District of
Columbia or its environs to soldiers
who lost their lives during peace-
keeping operations, humanitarian ef-
forts, training, terrorist attacks, or
covert operations.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1804

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH MEMO-

RIAL.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Pyramid of Remem-

brance Foundation is authorized to establish
a memorial on Federal land in the District of
Columbia or its environs to honor members
of the Armed Forces of the United States
who have lost their lives during peace-
keeping operations, humanitarian efforts,
training, terrorist attacks, or covert oper-
ations.

(b) COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARDS FOR COM-
MEMORATIVE WORKS.—The Pyramid of Re-
membrance Foundation shall establish the
memorial authorized by this Act in accord-
ance with the Commemorative Works Act (40
U.S.C. 1001, et seq.), except that section 3(c)
of that Act shall not apply.
SEC. 2. FUNDS FOR MEMORIAL.

(a) USE OF FEDERAL FUNDS PROHIBITED.—
Except as provided by the Commemorative
Works Act, no Federal funds may be used to
pay any expense of the establishment of the
memorial.

(b) DEPOSIT OF EXCESS FUNDS.—If—
(1) upon payment of all expenses of the es-

tablishment of the memorial, including pay-
ment to the Treasury of the maintenance
and preservation amount required by section
8(b) of the Commemorative Works Act; or

(2) upon expiration of the authority for the
memorial under section 10(b) of the Com-
memorative Works Act,
there remains a balance of funds received for
the establishment of the memorial, the Pyr-
amid of Remembrance Foundation shall
transmit that balance to the Secretary of
the Treasury for deposit in the account pro-
vided for in section 8(b)(1) of the Commemo-
rative Works Act.
SEC. 3. DEFINITION.

For the purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘the
District of Columbia and its environs’’ has
the meaning given that term in section 2 of
the Commemorative Works Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, this bill authorizes
the Pyramid of Remembrance Founda-
tion to establish a memorial in the Dis-
trict of Columbia or its environs to sol-

diers who have lost their lives during
peacekeeping operations, humanitarian
efforts, training, terrorists attacks or
covert operations.

The memorial would generally con-
form to the Commemorative Works
Act.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, we support this leg-
islation, and the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. HANSEN) has explained it well, and
I would urge Members to support the
bill.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 1804 would authorize
the Pyramid of Remembrance Foundation to
establish a memorial in the District of Colum-
bia or its environs to soldiers who have lost
their lives during peacekeeping operations, hu-
manitarian efforts, training, terrorist attacks, or
covert operations.

H.R. 1804 is being brought to the House
under unusual circumstances, by way of dis-
charge of the Resources Committee. We have
had no hearings or mark-up of the legislation
in the Committee, despite the fact that this bill
has been pending before the Committee since
May 1999. H.R. 1804 differs markedly from
the bill (H.R. 1608) that was before the Com-
mittee in the 105th Congress. We have not
heard testimony from the Foundation nor do
we know the views of the Administration on
this legislation. In fact, it has come to our at-
tention that the Foundation may not be a func-
tioning entity.

Madam Speaker, while H.R. 1804 may well
be a noncontroversial measure the procedure
being used to consider this bill has left us with
very little information on this measure.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LATOURETTE), the author of this legis-
lation.

(Mr. LATOURETTE asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LATOURETTE. Madam Speaker,
I rise today in support of H.R. 1804.

Madam Speaker, I first want to
thank the gentleman from Alaska (Mr.
YOUNG), chairman of the full com-
mittee, and the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. HANSEN), the subcommittee chair-
man, and the leadership for permitting
this bill to go forward, and also the
gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER), the ranking member.

Madam Speaker, when I first came to
Congress in 1995, a group of students
from Riverside High School in
Painsville, Ohio, asked to meet with
me and presented an idea for military
memorial in our Nation’s Capitol to
honor the men and women of our
Armed Forces who have died in train-
ing exercises, peacekeeping missions,
humanitarian efforts and terrorists at-
tacks.

The students vowed to honor this
sacrifice with a memorial called the
Pyramid of Remembrance.

Madam Speaker, while I was imme-
diately convinced of the worthiness of

this proposal, in all honesty, I feared
that these students had stumbled on to
a great idea that was already taken.
Surely, I thought there must be a me-
morial someplace in Washington to
honor those who die in peacekeeping
accidents, training exercises, humani-
tarian efforts, and terrorists attacks,
but I was wrong.

There is no such memorial. None ex-
ists, but one should. Today, the House
of Representatives has an opportunity
to make this worthy military memo-
rial one step closer to reality.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 1804 will au-
thorize the foundation to create the
Pyramid of Remembrance. The memo-
rial will be built on Department of De-
fense land here in the Washington area,
and without the use of taxpayers’
funds. It is important to note, Madam
Speaker, that no one has suggested
that the memorial be placed on the
Mall; that is not under consideration.
Instead, the Pyramid of Remembrance
will be erected on DOD land. When we
appeared before the National Monu-
ment Commission, Fort McNair was
one of the selections suggested, but
site selection is many steps down the
road.

Madam Speaker, the Pyramid of Re-
membrance has broad bipartisan sup-
port here in the House with nearly 100
cosponsors. It has already attracted
some high-level endorsements from the
likes of Secretary of Defense William
Cohen and General Hugh Shelton.

Madam Speaker, our Nation has been
reeling since the terrorist attack and
bombing of the U.S.S. Cole just 12 days
ago. Madam Speaker, 17 sailors were
killed when a bomb ripped a 40-by-40
foot hole in the hull of this great de-
stroyer as it was refueling in the Yem-
eni port of Aden.

b 2015
Nearly 40 other sailors were injured,

including a young man from Lorain
County in the State of Ohio.

Today, there is no memorial in Wash-
ington to specifically honor these men
and women of courage, largely because
their heroism and sacrifice occurred in
a time other than a declared conflict.
Their sacrifice does not fall into one
tidy category, but it is just as worthy
as those who died fighting in our great-
est wars. What is more, the sacrifice of
the men and women of the U.S.S. Cole
surely reflects the changing role of our
Armed Forces as we enter this new cen-
tury and a host of new challenges, in-
cluding terrorism directed specifically
at the United States of America.

Madam Speaker, the idea for the Pyr-
amid of Remembrance originated in a
classroom in Painesville, Ohio, and it
was sparked by a group of Generation
X’s who were horrified by the sight of
a U.S. soldier being dragged through
the streets of Mogadishu, Somalia.
When we appeared before the National
Capital Memorial Commission, they
heard our proposal and our plea, and
they have made it clear in writing that
they believe it will fill a void in our
Nation’s military memorial.
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Madam Speaker, I thank the stu-

dents of Riverside High School for
coming up with this wonderful idea and
for not giving up on their dream. They
have waited nearly 6 years since the
original introduction of this bill until
today, and I ask my colleagues to join
me in supporting H.R. 1804.

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
1804.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

HAWAII WATER RESOURCES ACT
OF 2000

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill (S. 1694) to direct the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct a
study on the reclamation and reuse of
water and wastewater in the State of
Hawaii, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 1694

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

TITLE I—HAWAII WATER RESOURCES
STUDY

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Hawaii

Water Resources Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 102. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:
(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’

means the Secretary of the Interior.
(2) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the

State of Hawaii.
SEC. 103. HAWAII WATER RESOURCES STUDY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, acting
through the Commissioner of Reclamation
and in accordance with the provisions of this
title and existing legislative authorities as
may be pertinent to the provisions of this
title, including: the Act of August 23, 1954 (68
Stat. 773, chapter 838), authorizing the Sec-
retary to investigate the use of irrigation
and reclamation resource needs for areas of
the islands of Oahu, Hawaii, and Molokai in
the State of Hawaii; section 31 of the Hawaii
Omnibus Act (43 U.S.C. 422l) authorizing the
Secretary to develop reclamation projects in
the State under the Act of August 6, 1956 (70
Stat. 1044, chapter 972; 42 U.S.C. 422a et seq.)
(commonly known as the ‘‘Small Reclama-
tion Projects Act’’); and the amendment
made by section 207 of the Hawaiian Home
Lands Recovery Act (109 Stat. 364; 25 U.S.C.
386a) authorizing the Secretary to assess
charges against Native Hawaiians for rec-
lamation cost recovery in the same manner
as charges are assessed against Indians or In-
dian tribes; is authorized and directed to
conduct a study that includes—

(1) a survey of the irrigation and other ag-
ricultural water delivery systems in the
State;

(2) an estimation of the cost of repair and
rehabilitation of the irrigation and other ag-
ricultural water delivery systems;

(3) an evaluation of options and alter-
natives for future use of the irrigation and

other agricultural water delivery systems
(including alternatives that would improve
the use and conservation of water resources
and would contribute to agricultural diver-
sification, economic development, and im-
provements to environmental quality); and

(4) the identification and investigation of
opportunities for recycling, reclamation, and
reuse of water and wastewater for agricul-
tural and nonagricultural purposes.

(b) REPORTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years

after appropriation of funds authorized by
this title, the Secretary shall submit a re-
port that describes the findings and rec-
ommendations of the study described in sub-
section (a) to—

(A) the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources of the Senate; and

(B) the Committee on Resources of the
House of Representatives.

(2) ADDITIONAL REPORTS.—The Secretary
shall submit to the committees described in
paragraph (1) any additional reports con-
cerning the study described in subsection (a)
that the Secretary considers to be necessary.

(c) COST SHARING.—Costs of conducting the
study and preparing the reports described in
subsections (a) and (b) of this section shall
be shared between the Secretary and the
State. The Federal share of the costs of the
study and reports shall not exceed 50 percent
of the total cost, and shall be nonreimburs-
able. The Secretary shall enter into a writ-
ten agreement with the State, describing the
arrangements for payment of the non-Fed-
eral share.

(d) USE OF OUTSIDE CONTRACTORS.—The
Secretary is authorized to employ the serv-
ices and expertise of the State and/or the
services and expertise of a private consultant
employed under contract with the State to
conduct the study and prepare the reports
described in this section if the State requests
such an arrangement and if it can be dem-
onstrated to the satisfaction of the Sec-
retary that such an arrangement will result
in the satisfactory completion of the work
authorized by this section in a timely man-
ner and at a reduced cost.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated
$300,000 for the Federal share of the activi-
ties authorized under this title.
SEC. 104. WATER RECLAMATION AND REUSE.

(a) Section 1602(b) of the Reclamation
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa-
cilities Act (43 U.S.C. 390h(b)) is amended by
inserting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘, and the State of Hawaii’’.

(b) The Secretary is authorized to use the
authorities available pursuant to section
1602(b) of the Reclamation Wastewater and
Groundwater Study and Facilities Act (43
U.S.C. 390h(b)) to conduct the relevant por-
tion of the study and preparation of the re-
ports authorized by this title if the use of
such authorities is found by the Secretary to
be appropriate and cost-effective, and pro-
vided that the total Federal share of costs
for the study and reports does not exceed the
amount authorized in section 103.

TITLE II—DROUGHT RELIEF
SEC. 201. DROUGHT RELIEF.

(a) RELIEF FOR HAWAII.—Section 104 of the
Reclamation States Emergency Drought Re-
lief Act of 1991 (43 U.S.C. 2214) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting after
‘‘Reclamation State’’ the following: ‘‘and in
the State of Hawaii’’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘ten years
after the date of enactment of this Act’’ and
inserting ‘‘on September 30, 2005’’.

(b) ASSISTANCE FOR DROUGHT-RELATED
PLANNING IN RECLAMATION STATES.—Such
Act is further amended by adding at the end
of title I the following:

‘‘SEC. 105. ASSISTANCE FOR DROUGHT-RELATED
PLANNING IN RECLAMATION
STATES.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may pro-
vide financial assistance in the form of coop-
erative agreements in States that are eligi-
ble to receive drought assistance under this
title to promote the development of drought
contingency plans under title II.

‘‘(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of the Ha-
waii Water Resources Act of 2000, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Congress a report
and recommendations on the advisability of
providing financial assistance for the devel-
opment of drought contingency plans in all
entities that are eligible to receive assist-
ance under title II.’’.
TITLE III—CITY OF ROSEVILLE PUMPING

PLANT FACILITIES
SEC. 301. CITY OF ROSEVILLE PUMPING PLANT

FACILITIES: CREDIT FOR INSTALLA-
TION OF ADDITIONAL PUMPING
PLANT FACILITIES IN ACCORDANCE
WITH AGREEMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall cred-
it an amount up to $1,164,600, the precise
amount to be determined by the Secretary
through a cost allocation, to the unpaid cap-
ital obligation of the City of Roseville, Cali-
fornia (in this section referred to as the
‘‘City’’), as such obligation is calculated in
accordance with applicable Federal reclama-
tion law and Central Valley Project rate set-
ting policy, in recognition of future benefits
to be accrued by the United States as a re-
sult of the City’s purchase and funding of the
installation of additional pumping plant fa-
cilities in accordance with a letter of agree-
ment with the United States numbered 5–07–
20–X0331 and dated January 26, 1995. The Sec-
retary shall simultaneously add an equiva-
lent amount of costs to the capital costs of
the Central Valley Project, and such added
costs shall be reimbursed in accordance with
reclamation law and policy.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The credit under sub-
section (a) shall take effect upon the date on
which—

(1) the City and the Secretary have agreed
that the installation of the facilities referred
to in subsection (a) has been completed in
accordance with the terms and conditions of
the letter of agreement referred to in sub-
section (a); and

(2) the Secretary has issued a determina-
tion that such facilities are fully operative
as intended.

TITLE IV—CLEAR CREEK DISTRIBUTION
SYSTEM CONVEYANCE

SEC. 401. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Clear Creek

Distribution System Conveyance Act’’.
SEC. 402. DEFINITIONS.

For purposes of this title:
(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’

means the Secretary of the Interior.
(2) DISTRICT.—The term ‘‘District’’ means

the Clear Creek Community Services Dis-
trict, a California community services dis-
trict located in Shasta County, California.

(3) AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Agreement’’
means Agreement No. 8–07–20–L6975 entitled
‘‘Agreement Between the United States and
the Clear Creek Community Services Dis-
trict to Transfer Title to the Clear Creek
Distribution System to the Clear Creek Com-
munity Services District’’.

(4) DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘Dis-
tribution System’’ means all the right, title,
and interest in and to the Clear Creek dis-
tribution system as defined in the Agree-
ment.
SEC. 403. CONVEYANCE OF DISTRIBUTION SYS-

TEM.
In consideration of the District accepting

the obligations of the Federal Government
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for the Distribution System, the Secretary
shall convey the Distribution System to the
District pursuant to the terms and condi-
tions set forth in the Agreement.
SEC. 404. RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING OPER-

ATIONS.
Nothing in this title shall be construed to

authorize the District to construct any new
facilities or to expand or otherwise change
the use or operation of the Distribution Sys-
tem from its authorized purposes based upon
historic and current use and operation. Ef-
fective upon transfer, if the District proposes
to alter the use or operation of the Distribu-
tion System, then the District shall comply
with all applicable laws and regulations gov-
erning such changes at that time.
SEC. 405. RELATIONSHIP TO CERTAIN CONTRACT

OBLIGATIONS.
Conveyance of the Distribution System

under this title—
(1) shall not affect any of the provisions of

the District’s existing water service contract
with the United States (contract number 14–
06–200–489–IR3), as it may be amended or sup-
plemented; and

(2) shall not deprive the District of any ex-
isting contractual or statutory entitlement
to subsequent interim renewals of such con-
tract or to renewal by entering into a long-
term water service contract.
SEC. 406. LIABILITY.

Effective on the date of conveyance of the
Distribution System under this title, the
United States shall not be liable under any
law for damages of any kind arising out of
any act, omission, or occurrence based on its
prior ownership or operation of the conveyed
property.

TITLE V—SUGAR PINE DAM AND
RESERVOIR CONVEYANCE

SEC. 501. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Sugar Pine

Dam and Reservoir Conveyance Act’’.
SEC. 502. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:
(1) BUREAU.—The term ‘‘Bureau’’ means

the Bureau of Reclamation.
(2) DISTRICT.—The term ‘‘District’’ means

the Foresthill Public Utility District, a po-
litical subdivision of the State of California.

(3) PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Project’’ means
the improvements (and associated interests)
authorized in the Foresthill Divide Subunit
of the Auburn-Folsom South Unit, Central
Valley Project, consisting of—

(A) Sugar Pine Dam;
(B) the right to impound waters behind the

dam;
(C) the associated conveyance system,

holding reservoir, and treatment plant;
(D) water rights;
(E) rights of the Bureau described in the

agreement of June 11, 1985, with the Super-
visor of Tahoe National Forest, California;
and

(F) other associated interests owned and
held by the United States and authorized as
part of the Auburn-Folsom South Unit under
Public Law 89–161 (79 Stat. 615).

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(5) WATER SERVICES CONTRACT.—The term
‘‘Water Services Contract’’ means Water
Services Contract #14–06–200–3684A, dated
February 13, 1978, between the District and
the United States.
SEC. 503. CONVEYANCE OF THE PROJECT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable
after date of enactment of this Act and in ac-
cordance with all applicable law, the Sec-
retary shall convey all right, title, and inter-
est in and to the Project to the District.

(b) SALE PRICE.—Except as provided in sub-
section (c), on payment by the District to
the Secretary of $2,772,221—

(1) the District shall be relieved of all pay-
ment obligations relating to the Project; and

(2) all debt under the Water Services Con-
tract shall be extinguished.

(c) MITIGATION AND RESTORATION PAY-
MENTS.—The District shall continue to be ob-
ligated to make payments under section
3407(c) of the Central Valley Project Im-
provement Act (106 Stat. 4726) through 2029.
SEC. 504. RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING OPER-

ATIONS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this title sig-

nificantly expands or otherwise affects the
use or operation of the Project from its cur-
rent use and operation.

(b) RIGHT TO OCCUPY AND FLOOD.—On the
date of the conveyance under section 503, the
Chief of the Forest Service shall grant the
District the right to occupy and flood por-
tions of land in Tahoe National Forest, sub-
ject to the terms and conditions stated in an
agreement between the District and the Su-
pervisor of the Tahoe National Forest.

(c) CHANGES IN USE OR OPERATION.—If the
District changes the use or operation of the
Project, the District shall comply with all
applicable laws (including regulations) gov-
erning the change at the time of the change.
SEC. 505. FUTURE BENEFITS.

On payment of the amount under section
503(b)—

(1) the Project shall no longer be a Federal
reclamation project or a unit of the Central
Valley Project; and

(2) the District shall not be entitled to re-
ceive any further reclamation benefits.
SEC. 506. LIABILITY.

Except as otherwise provided by law, effec-
tive on the date of conveyance under section
503, the United States shall not be liable for
damages of any kind arising out of any act,
omission, or occurrence based on its prior
ownership or operation of the Project.
SEC. 507. COSTS.

To the extent that costs associated with
the Project are included as a reimbursable
cost of the Central Valley Project, the Sec-
retary is directed to exclude all costs in ex-
cess of the amount of costs repaid by the
District from the pooled reimbursable costs
of the Central Valley Project until such time
as the Project has been operationally inte-
grated into the water supply of the Central
Valley Project. Such excess costs may not be
included into the pooled reimbursable costs
of the Central Valley Project in the future
unless a court of competent jurisdiction de-
termines that operation integration is not a
prerequisite to the inclusion of such costs
pursuant to Public Law 89–161.

TITLE VI—COLUSA BASIN WATERSHED
INTEGRATED RESOURCES MANAGEMENT

SEC. 601. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Colusa

Basin Watershed Integrated Resources Man-
agement Act’’.
SEC. 602. AUTHORIZATION OF ASSISTANCE.

The Secretary of the Interior (in this title
referred to as the ‘‘Secretary’’), acting with-
in existing budgetary authority, may provide
financial assistance to the Colusa Basin
Drainage District, California (in this title re-
ferred to as the ‘‘District’’), for use by the
District or by local agencies acting pursuant
to section 413 of the State of California stat-
ute known as the Colusa Basin Drainage Act
(California Stats. 1987, ch. 1399) as in effect
on the date of the enactment of this Act (in
this title referred to as the ‘‘State statute’’),
for planning, design, environmental compli-
ance, and construction required in carrying
out eligible projects in the Colusa Basin Wa-
tershed to—

(1)(A) reduce the risk of damage to urban
and agricultural areas from flooding or the
discharge of drainage water or tailwater;

(B) assist in groundwater recharge efforts
to alleviate overdraft and land subsidence; or

(C) construct, restore, or preserve wetland
and riparian habitat; and

(2) capture, as an incidental purpose of any
of the purposes referred to in paragraph (1),
surface or stormwater for conservation, con-
junctive use, and increased water supplies.
SEC. 603. PROJECT SELECTION.

(a) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—A project shall be
an eligible project for purposes of section 602
only if it is—

(1) consistent with the plan for flood pro-
tection and integrated resources manage-
ment described in the document entitled
‘‘Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report
and Draft Program Financing Plan, Inte-
grated Resources Management Program for
Flood Control in the Colusa Basin’’, dated
May 2000; and

(2) carried out in accordance with that doc-
ument and all environmental documentation
requirements that apply to the project under
the laws of the United States and the State
of California.

(b) COMPATIBILITY REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary shall ensure that projects for which
assistance is provided under this title are
not inconsistent with watershed protection
and environmental restoration efforts being
carried out under the authority of the Cen-
tral Valley Project Improvement Act (Public
Law 102–575; 106 Stat. 4706 et seq.) or the
CALFED Bay-Delta Program.
SEC. 604. COST SHARING.

(a) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The Secretary
shall require that the District and cooper-
ating non-Federal agencies or organizations
pay—

(1) 25 percent of the costs associated with
construction of any project carried out with
assistance provided under this title;

(2) 100 percent of any operation, mainte-
nance, and replacement and rehabilitation
costs with respect to such a project; and

(3) 35 percent of the costs associated with
planning, design, and environmental compli-
ance activities.

(b) PLANNING, DESIGN, AND COMPLIANCE AS-
SISTANCE.—Funds appropriated pursuant to
this title may be made available to fund 65
percent of costs incurred for planning, de-
sign, and environmental compliance activi-
ties by the District or by local agencies act-
ing pursuant to the State statute, in accord-
ance with agreements with the Secretary.

(c) TREATMENT OF CONTRIBUTIONS.—For
purposes of this section, the Secretary shall
treat the value of lands, interests in lands
(including rights-of-way and other ease-
ments), and necessary relocations contrib-
uted by the District to a project as a pay-
ment by the District of the costs of the
project.
SEC. 605. COSTS NONREIMBURSABLE.

Amounts expended pursuant to this title
shall be considered nonreimbursable for pur-
poses of the Act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. 388;
43 U.S.C. 371 et seq.), and Acts amendatory
thereof and supplemental thereto.
SEC. 606. AGREEMENTS.

Funds appropriated pursuant to this title
may be made available to the District or a
local agency only if the District or local
agency, as applicable, has entered into a
binding agreement with the Secretary—

(1) under which the District or the local
agency is required to pay the non-Federal
share of the costs of construction required
by section 604(a); and

(2) governing the funding of planning, de-
sign, and compliance activities costs under
section 604(b).
SEC. 607. REIMBURSEMENT.

For project work (including work associ-
ated with studies, planning, design, and con-
struction) carried out by the District or by a
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local agency acting pursuant to the State
statute in section 602 before the date
amounts are provided for the project under
this title, the Secretary shall, subject to
amounts being made available in advance in
appropriations Acts, reimburse the District
or the local agency, without interest, an
amount equal to the estimated Federal share
of the cost of such work under section 604.
SEC. 608. COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may enter
into cooperative agreements and contracts
with the District to assist the Secretary in
carrying out the purposes of this title.

(b) SUBCONTRACTING.—Under such coopera-
tive agreements and contracts, the Secretary
may authorize the District to manage and
let contracts and receive reimbursements,
subject to amounts being made available in
advance in appropriations Acts, for work
carried out under such contracts or sub-
contracts.
SEC. 609. RELATIONSHIP TO RECLAMATION RE-

FORM ACT OF 1982.
Activities carried out, and financial assist-

ance provided, under this title shall not be
considered a supplemental or additional ben-
efit for purposes of the Reclamation Reform
Act of 1982 (96 Stat. 1263; 43 U.S.C. 390aa et
seq.).
SEC. 610. APPROPRIATIONS AUTHORIZED.

Within existing budgetary authority and
subject to the availability of appropriations,
the Secretary is authorized to expend up to
$25,000,000, plus such additional amount, if
any, as may be required by reason of changes
in costs of services of the types involved in
the District’s projects as shown by engineer-
ing and other relevant indexes to carry out
this title. Sums appropriated under this sec-
tion shall remain available until expended.
TITLE VII—CONVEYANCE TO YUMA PORT

AUTHORITY
SEC. 701. CONVEYANCE OF LANDS TO THE

GREATER YUMA PORT AUTHORITY.
(a) AUTHORITY TO CONVEY.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte-

rior, acting through the Bureau of Reclama-
tion, may, in the 5-year period beginning on
the date of the enactment of this Act and in
accordance with the conditions specified in
subsection (b) convey to the Greater Yuma
Port Authority the interests described in
paragraph (2).

(2) INTERESTS DESCRIBED.—The interests re-
ferred to in paragraph (1) are the following:

(A) All right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to the lands comprising
Section 23, Township 11 South, Range 24
West, G&SRBM, Lots 1–4, NE1⁄4, N1⁄2 NW1⁄4,
excluding lands located within the 60-foot
border strip, in Yuma County, Arizona.

(B) All right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to the lands comprising
Section 22, Township 11 South, Range 24
West, G&SRBM, East 300 feet of Lot 1, ex-
cluding lands located within the 60-foot bor-
der strip, in Yuma County, Arizona.

(C) All right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to the lands comprising
Section 24, Township 11 South, Range 24
West, G&SRBM, West 300 feet, excluding
lands in the 60-foot border strip, in Yuma
County, Arizona.

(D) All right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to the lands comprising
the East 300 feet of the Southeast Quarter of
Section 15, Township 11 South, Range 24
West, G&SRBM, in Yuma County, Arizona.

(E) The right to use lands in the 60-foot
border strip excluded under subparagraphs
(A), (B), and (C), for ingress to and egress
from the international boundary between the
United States and Mexico.

(b) DEED COVENANTS AND CONDITIONS.—Any
conveyance under subsection (a) shall be sub-
ject to the following covenants and condi-
tions:

(1) A reservation of rights-of-way for
ditches and canals constructed or to be con-
structed by the authority of the United
States, this reservation being of the same
character and scope as that created with re-
spect to certain public lands by the Act of
August 30, 1890 (26 Stat. 391; 43 U.S.C. 945), as
it has been, or may hereafter be amended.

(2) A leasehold interest in Lot 1, and the
west 100 feet of Lot 2 in Section 23 for the op-
eration of a Cattle Crossing Facility, cur-
rently being operated by the Yuma-Sonora
Commercial Company, Incorporated. The
lease as currently held contains 24.68 acres,
more or less. Any renewal or termination of
the lease shall be by the Greater Yuma Port
Authority.

(3) Reservation by the United States of a
245-foot perpetual easement for operation
and maintenance of the 242 Lateral Canal
and Well Field along the northern boundary
of the East 300 feet of Section 22, Section 23,
and the West 300 feet of Section 24 as shown
on Reclamation Drawing Nos. 1292–303–3624,
1292–303–3625, and 1292–303–3626.

(4) A reservation by the United States of
all rights to the ground water in the East 300
feet of Section 15, the East 300 feet of Sec-
tion 22, Section 23, and the West 300 feet of
Section 24, and the right to remove, sell,
transfer, or exchange the water to meet the
obligations of the Treaty of 1944 with the Re-
public of Mexico, and Minute Order No. 242
for the delivery of salinity controlled water
to Mexico.

(5) A reservation of all rights-of-way and
easements existing or of record in favor of
the public or third parties.

(6) A right-of-way reservation in favor of
the United States and its contractors, and
the State of Arizona, and its contractors, to
utilize a 33-foot easement along all section
lines to freely give ingress to, passage over,
and egress from areas in the exercise of offi-
cial duties of the United States and the
State of Arizona.

(7) Reservation of a right-of-way to the
United States for a 100-foot by 100-foot parcel
for each of the Reclamation monitoring
wells, together with unrestricted ingress and
egress to both sites. One monitoring well is
located in Lot 1 of Section 23 just north of
the Boundary Reserve and just west of the
Cattle Crossing Facility, and the other is lo-
cated in the southeast corner of Lot 3 just
north of the Boundary Reserve.

(8) An easement comprising a 50-foot strip
lying North of the 60-foot International
Boundary Reserve for drilling and operation
of, and access to, wells.

(9) A reservation by the United States of
15⁄16 of all gas, oil, metals, and mineral
rights.

(10) A reservation of 1⁄16 of all gas, oil, met-
als, and mineral rights retained by the State
of Arizona.

(11) Such additional terms and conditions
as the Secretary considers appropriate to
protect the interests of the United States.

(c) CONSIDERATION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—As consideration for the

conveyance under subsection (a), the Greater
Yuma Port Authority shall pay the United
States consideration equal to the fair mar-
ket value on the date of the enactment of
this Act of the interest conveyed.

(2) DETERMINATION.—For purposes of para-
graph (1), the fair market value of any inter-
est in land shall be determined taking into
account that the land is undeveloped, that 80
acres is intended to be dedicated to use by
the United States for Federal governmental
purposes, and that an additional substantial
portion of the land is dedicated to public
right-of-way, highway, and transportation
purposes.

(d) USE.—The Greater Yuma Port Author-
ity and its successors shall use the interests

conveyed solely for the purpose of the con-
struction and operation of an international
port of entry and related activities.

(e) COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS.—Before the
date of the conveyance, actions required
with respect to the conveyance under the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), the Endangered Spe-
cies Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), the
National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C.
470 et seq.), and other applicable Federal
laws must be completed at no cost to the
United States.

(f) USE OF 60-FOOT BORDER STRIP.—Any use
of the 60-foot border strip shall be made in
coordination with Federal agencies having
authority with respect to the 60-foot border
strip.

(g) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of property
conveyed under this section, and of any
right-of-way that is subject to a right of use
conveyed pursuant to subsection (a)(2)(E),
shall be determined by a survey satisfactory
to the Secretary. The cost of the survey
shall be borne by the Greater Yuma Port Au-
thority.

(h) DEFINITIONS.—
(1) 60-FOOT BORDER STRIP.—The term ‘‘60-

foot border strip’’ means lands in any of the
Sections of land referred to in this Act lo-
cated within 60 feet of the international
boundary between the United States and
Mexico.

(2) GREATER YUMA PORT AUTHORITY.—The
term ‘‘Greater Yuma Port Authority’’ means
Trust No. 84–184, Yuma Title & Trust Com-
pany, an Arizona Corporation, a trust for the
benefit of the Cocopah Tribe, a Sovereign
Nation, the County of Yuma, Arizona, the
City of Somerton, and the City of San Luis,
Arizona, or such other successor joint powers
agency or public purpose entity as unani-
mously designated by those governmental
units.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting
through the Bureau of Reclamation.

TITLE VIII—DICKINSON DAM BASCULE
GATES SETTLEMENT

SEC. 801. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Dickinson
Dam Bascule Gates Settlement Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 802. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds that—
(1) in 1980 and 1981, the Bureau of Reclama-

tion constructed the bascule gates on top of
the Dickinson Dam on the Heart River,
North Dakota, to provide additional water
supply in the reservoir known as Patterson
Lake for the city of Dickinson, North Da-
kota, and for additional flood control and
other benefits;

(2) the gates had to be significantly modi-
fied in 1982 because of damage resulting from
a large ice block causing excessive pressure
on the hydraulic system, causing the system
to fail;

(3) since 1991, the City has received its
water supply from the Southwest Water Au-
thority, which provides much higher quality
water from the Southwest Pipeline Project;

(4) the City now receives almost no benefit
from the bascule gates because the City does
not require the additional water provided by
the bascule gates for its municipal water
supply;

(5) the City has repaid more than $1,200,000
to the United States for the construction of
the bascule gates, and has been working for
several years to reach an agreement with the
Bureau of Reclamation to alter its repay-
ment contract;

(6) the City has a longstanding commit-
ment to improving the water quality and
recreation value of the reservoir and has
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been working with the United States Geo-
logical Survey, the North Dakota Depart-
ment of Game and Fish, and the North Da-
kota Department of Health to improve water
quality; and

(7) it is in the public interest to resolve
this issue by providing for a single payment
to the United States in lieu of the scheduled
annual payments and for the termination of
any further repayment obligation.
SEC. 803. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:
(1) BASCULE GATES.—The term ‘‘bascule

gates’’ means the structure constructed on
the Dam to provide additional water storage
capacity in the Lake.

(2) CITY.—The term ‘‘City’’ means the city
of Dickinson, North Dakota.

(3) DAM.—The term ‘‘Dam’’ means Dickin-
son Dam on the Heart River, North Dakota.

(4) LAKE.—The term ‘‘Lake’’ means the res-
ervoir known as ‘‘Patterson Lake’’ in the
State of North Dakota.

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting
through the Commissioner of the Bureau of
Reclamation.
SEC. 804. FORGIVENESS OF DEBT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ac-
cept a 1-time payment of $300,000 in lieu of
the existing repayment obligations of the
City under the Bureau of Reclamation Con-
tract No. 9–07–60W0384, dated December 19,
1988, toward which amount any payments
made by the City to the Secretary on or
after June 2, 1998, shall be credited.

(b) OWNERSHIP.—Title to the Dam and bas-
cule gates shall remain with the United
States.

(c) COSTS.—(1) The Secretary shall enter
into an agreement with the City to allocate
responsibilities for operation and mainte-
nance costs of the bascule gates as provided
in this subsection.

(2) The City shall be responsible for oper-
ation and maintenance costs of the bascule
gates, up to a maximum annual cost of
$15,000. The Secretary shall be responsible
for all other costs.

(d) WATER SERVICE CONTRACTS.—The Sec-
retary may enter into appropriate water
service contracts if the City or any other
person or entity seeks to use water from the
Lake for municipal water supply or other
purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, S. 1694 would amend
title 16 of the Reclamation Wastewater
and Groundwater Study and Facilities
Act to include Hawaii as one of the
States eligible to participate in the Bu-
reau of Reclamation’s title 16 program
to help alleviate some of the economic
stresses facing rural Hawaii as a result
of the decline in sugar production. In
the past decade, acreage of production
has declined from 180,000 acres of cane
in 1989 to 60,000 acres today.

In addition, the bill provides for
drought planning in States that are eli-
gible under the Reclamation States
Emergency Drought Relief Act and re-

imbursed by the Bureau of Reclama-
tion for pumping facilities advanced by
the City of Roseville, California, land
and facility transfers in California and
Arizona, approval of a program for
water management in Colusa, Cali-
fornia, and a correction concerning
debt recovery for a Bureau of Reclama-
tion project in North Dakota.

I urge the adoption of this bill.
Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-

ance of my time.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.

Madam Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, S. 1694, as amended,
includes important provisions that af-
fect programs and water management
activities under the jurisdiction of the
Bureau of Reclamation. Most of these
provisions have previously been consid-
ered by the 106th Congress, and none of
them are controversial.

Section 507 of S. 1694, as amended, ad-
dresses the issue of how the costs of the
Sugar Pine Unit of the Central Valley Project
are to be accounted for.

A guiding principle of my approach to Rec-
lamation law has been that the beneficiaries of
a project or program should bear their fair
share of costs. Generally, this equitable con-
cept that meant increasing the costs or repay-
ment obligations of project beneficiaries so
that they bear a fair share for the public bene-
fits received. In the case of the Sugar Pine
transfer being considered here, Section 507 of
the measure relies on the same principle, but
for the opposite purpose of relieving numerous
Central Valley contractors, both municipal/in-
dustrial and agricultural, from project cost allo-
cations where they received no benefits what-
ever. In short, the authorization for Sugar Pine
Dam and Reservoir in 1965 (P.L. 89–161)
specifically directed that the project be inte-
grated, both operationally and financially, into
the Central Valley Project. As a factual matter,
operational integration never occurred, yet the
costs of Sugar Pine have nonetheless been
included in the pooled costs of the CVP, to be
recovered from all CVP contractors through
cost of service rates for water which are now
in the process of being implemented. My re-
marks here are intended to clarify the intent
and meaning of Section 507 of the Sugar Pine
transfer legislation, which relieves CVP con-
tractors of this inequitable financial obligation
until operational integration occurs.

Section 507 reflects the recognition of Con-
gress that the Sugar Pine Project is not inte-
grated operationally into the CVP, as well as
the principal that there was and is no author-
ity, in the 1965 authorization of Sugar Pine or
elsewhere, for these project costs to be in-
cluded in the pooled reimbursable costs of the
CVP in the absence of operational integration.
The exclusion of ‘‘all costs’’ by Section 507 is
meant to ensure that not only principal, but
also interest charges on unpaid principle, are
excluded from pooled reimbursable costs. This
is intended to be consistent with the treatment
provided in similar legislation related to the Sly
Park Unit of the CVP, which was passed re-
cently by the Congress in the Energy and
Water appropriations bill soon to be signed by
the President. The Sly Park provision was
drafted in the other body, but the Sly Park lan-

guage addressed similar facts and had the
same purpose as the Sugar Pine bill. Both in-
volve transfers of project ownership for small
California Bureau of Reclamation projects
which originally were directed to be integrated
into the CVP but never were, and both provide
for the exclusion of costs which were improp-
erly included in the obligations of CVP con-
tractors even though the project was never
operationally integrated into the CVP. With re-
spect to the costs to be excluded, the Sly Park
bill terms them ‘‘non-reimbursable and non-re-
turnable,’’ the same result which is intended
here.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speaker, I
support S. 1694, the Hawaii Water Resources
Development Act and urge its passage.

The legislation authorizes the Bureau of
Reclamation to undertake a study of the rec-
lamation and reuse of water and wastewater
in Hawaii. The Bureau is to survey irrigation
and water delivery systems, identifying the
costs of rehabilitating systems and evaluating
future water demand.

Much of Hawaii is experiencing a major
drought. Sugar, long the dominant agricultural
product of Hawaii, is rapidly ending as a viable
commercial enterprise, freeing vast quantities
of water previously devoted to irrigation. Both
factors result in the need to determine prudent
use of existing water resources to meet future
demands.

In the last 10 years, 96 sugar farms and
plantations have closed and only two substan-
tial plantations remain in commercial produc-
tion. Over 130,000 of 180,000 acres pre-
viously in sugar cane production is now idle.
Although economic dislocations have resulted,
it also affords Hawaii the first opportunity in
more than a century to diversify the agricul-
tural sector of our economy. Diversified agri-
culture is now growing at 5.5% annual rate,
surpassing $300 million in value. Vast tracts of
some of the most productive land in the world,
however, remain empty and idle. The avail-
ability of water will be a key factor in deter-
mining how these lands will be used for gen-
erations to come.

The present water resources transportation
and irrigation systems began in 1856 and now
involve some of the most extensive and hy-
draulically complex systems in the world, in-
volving tunnels blasted through mountains,
open ditches, syphons and channels carrying
water from the wetter sides of the islands to
the interior and leeward sides for irrigation.
Because of declining use, these facilities, en-
gineering marvels of their time, are falling into
disrepair. There may also be opportunities to
restore traditional watersheds. But in all cases,
it is essential that a comprehensive study be
undertaken to assess our current needs and
resources before these crucial decisions are
made. Under all existing and projected sce-
narios, water usage will remain high.

Many see Hawaii as a lush paradise filled
with unique sights and recreational opportuni-
ties. It certainly is all of those, but it would be
fewer of those things without water, which is
not abundant in many parts of the islands.
Prior to 1856, what is now some of the most
fertile and productive land in the world was
arid due to the geological characteristics of the
Hawaiian Islands whereby most of the rain
falls in the mountain ranges and windward
sides, leaving the interior and leeward sides
often sparse in rainfall.
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S. 1694, initiated by Senator Akaka, author-

izes an important study, focusing on opportu-
nities for water reuse, recycling, reclamation
and conservation of water and wastewater for
agriculture and non-agriculture uses.

It is essential to the future of generations to
come to Hawaii that wise decisions on water
conservation and allocation be made. Enact-
ment of S. 1694 is a major step in that direc-
tion and I urge passage of the bill.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 1694, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill, as amended, was passed.

The title of the Senate bill was
amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to direct
the Secretary of the Interior to con-
duct a study on the reclamation and
reuse of water and wastewater in the
State of Hawaii, and for other pur-
poses.’’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

ALA KAHAKAI NATIONAL
HISTORIC TRAIL ACT

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill (S. 700) to amend the Na-
tional Trails System Act to designate
the Ala Kahakai Trail as a National
Historic Trail.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 700

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Ala Kahakai
National Historic Trail Act’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—
(1) the Ala Kahakai (Trail by the Sea) is an

important part of the ancient trail known as
the ‘‘Ala Loa’’ (the long trail), which cir-
cumscribes the island of Hawaii;

(2) the Ala Loa was the major land route
connecting 600 or more communities of the
island kingdom of Hawaii from 1400 to 1700;

(3) the trail is associated with many pre-
historic and historic housing areas of the is-
land of Hawaii, nearly all the royal centers,
and most of the major temples of the island;

(4) the use of the Ala Loa is also associated
with many rulers of the kingdom of Hawaii,
with battlefields and the movement of ar-
mies during their reigns, and with annual
taxation;

(5) the use of the trail played a significant
part in events that affected Hawaiian history
and culture, including—

(A) Captain Cook’s landing and subsequent
death in 1779;

(B) Kamehameha I’s rise to power and con-
solidation of the Hawaiian Islands under mo-
narchical rule; and

(C) the death of Kamehameha in 1819, fol-
lowed by the overthrow of the ancient reli-
gious system, the Kapu, and the arrival of
the first western missionaries in 1820; and

(6) the trail—
(A) was used throughout the 19th and 20th

centuries and continues in use today; and
(B) contains a variety of significant cul-

tural and natural resources.
SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION AND ADMINISTRATION.

Section 5(a) of the National Trails System
Act (16 U.S.C. 1244(a)) is amended—

(1) by designating the paragraphs relating
to the California National Historic Trail, the
Pony Express National Historic Trail, and
the Selma to Montgomery National Historic
Trail as paragraphs (18), (19), and (20), respec-
tively; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(21) ALA KAHAKAI NATIONAL HISTORIC

TRAIL.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Ala Kahakai Na-

tional Historic Trail (the Trail by the Sea),
a 175 mile long trail extending from ’Upolu
Point on the north tip of Hawaii Island down
the west coast of the Island around Ka Lae
to the east boundary of Hawaii Volcanoes
National Park at the ancient shoreline tem-
ple known as ‘Waha’ula’, as generally de-
picted on the map entitled ‘Ala Kahakai
Trail’, contained in the report prepared pur-
suant to subsection (b) entitled ‘Ala Kahakai
National Trail Study and Environmental Im-
pact Statement’, dated January 1998.

‘‘(B) MAP.—A map generally depicting the
trail shall be on file and available for public
inspection in the Office of the National Park
Service, Department of the Interior.

‘‘(C) ADMINISTRATION.—The trail shall be
administered by the Secretary of the Inte-
rior.

‘‘(D) LAND ACQUISITION.—No land or inter-
est in land outside the exterior boundaries of
any federally administered area may be ac-
quired by the United States for the trail ex-
cept with the consent of the owner of the
land or interest in land.

‘‘(E) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION; CONSULTA-
TION.—The Secretary of the Interior shall—

‘‘(i) encourage communities and owners of
land along the trail, native Hawaiians, and
volunteer trail groups to participate in the
planning, development, and maintenance of
the trail; and

‘‘(ii) consult with affected Federal, State,
and local agencies, native Hawaiian groups,
and landowners in the administration of the
trail.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, S. 700, is to amend
the National Trail System to designate
the Ala Kahakai Trail as a national
historic trail. This trail, known in
English as The Trail by the Sea, is part
of an important national trail used by
the native Hawaiians. It is associated
with numerous prehistoric areas and
played a significant part in Hawaiian
history, including the landing of Cap-
tain Cook. This bill will provide a nec-
essary recreational resource to the
State of Hawaii, and I urge my col-
leagues to support S. 700.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, S. 700 completes an
important designation. We join the ad-

ministration in supporting the passage
of this measure introduced by Senator
AKAKA and the Hawaii delegation.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 700.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

HAWAII VOLCANOES NATIONAL
PARK ADJUSTMENT ACT OF 1999
Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I

move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill (S. 938) to eliminate restric-
tions on the acquisition of certain land
contiguous to Hawaii Volcanoes Na-
tional Park, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 938

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Hawaii Vol-
canoes National Park Adjustment Act of
1999’’.
SEC. 2. ELIMINATION OF RESTRICTIONS ON LAND

ACQUISITION.
The first section of the Act entitled ‘‘An

Act to add certain lands on the island of Ha-
waii to the Hawaii National Park, and for
other purposes’’, approved June 20, 1938 (16
U.S.C. 391b), is amended by striking ‘‘park:
Provided,’’ and all that follows and inserting
‘‘park. Land (including the land depicted on
the map entitled ‘NPS–PAC 1997HW’) may be
acquired by the Secretary through donation,
exchange, or purchase with donated or ap-
propriated funds.’’.
SEC. 3. CORRECTIONS IN DESIGNATIONS OF HA-

WAIIAN NATIONAL PARKS.
(a) HAWAI‘I VOLCANOES NATIONAL PARK.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Public Law 87–278 (75 Stat.

577) is amended by striking ‘‘Hawaii Volca-
noes National Park’’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘Hawai‘i Volcanoes National
Park’’.

(2) REFERENCES.—Any reference in any law
(other than this Act), regulation, document,
record, map, or other paper of the United
States to ‘‘Hawaii Volcanoes National Park’’
shall be considered a reference to ‘‘Hawai‘i
Volcanoes National Park’’.

(b) HALEAKALA
¯

NATIONAL PARK.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Public Law 86–744 (74 Stat.

881) is amended by striking ‘‘Haleakala Na-
tional Park’’ and inserting ‘‘Haleakala

¯
Na-

tional Park’’.
(2) REFERENCES.—Any reference in any law

(other than this Act), regulation, document,
record, map, or other paper of the United
States to ‘‘Haleakala National Park’’ shall
be considered a reference to ‘‘Haleakala

¯
Na-

tional Park’’.
(c) KALOKO-HONOKO

¯
HAU.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 505 of the Na-
tional Parks and Recreation Act of 1978 (16
U.S.C. 396d) is amended—

(A) in the section heading, by striking
‘‘KALOKO-HONOKOHAU’’ and inserting
‘‘KALOKO-HONOKO

¯
HAU’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘Kaloko-Honokohau’’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Kaloko-
Honoko

¯
hau’’.
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(2) REFERENCES.—Any reference in any law

(other than this Act), regulation, document,
record, map, or other paper of the United
States to ‘‘Kaloko-Honokohau National His-
torical Park’’ shall be considered a reference
to ‘‘Kaloko-Honoko

¯
hau National Historical

Park’’.
(d) PU‘UHONUA O HO

¯
NAUNAU NATIONAL HIS-

TORICAL PARK.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Act of July 21, 1955

(chapter 385; 69 Stat. 376), as amended by sec-
tion 305 of the National Parks and Recre-
ation Act of 1978 (92 Stat. 3477), is amended
by striking ‘‘Puuhonua o Honaunau National
Historical Park’’ each place it appears and
inserting ‘‘Pu‘uhonua o Ho

¯
naunau National

Historical Park’’.
(2) REFERENCES.—Any reference in any law

(other than this Act), regulation, document,
record, map, or other paper of the United
States to ‘‘Puuhonua o Honaunau National
Historical Park shall be considered a ref-
erence to ‘‘Pu‘uhonua o Ho

¯
naunau National

Historical Park’’.
(e) PU‘UKOHOLA

¯
HEIAU NATIONAL HISTORIC

SITE.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Public Law 92–388 (86 Stat.

562) is amended by striking ‘‘Puukohola
Heiau National Historic Site’’ each place it
appears and inserting ‘‘Pu‘ukohola

¯
Heiau

National Historic Site’’.
(2) REFERENCES.—Any reference in any law

(other than this Act), regulation, document,
record, map, or other paper of the United
States to ‘‘Puukohola Heiau National His-
toric Site’’ shall be considered a reference to
‘‘Pu‘ukohola

¯
Heiau National Historic Site’’.

SEC. 4. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.
(a) Section 401(8) of the National Parks and

Recreation Act of 1978 (Public Law 95–625; 92
Stat. 3489) is amended by striking ‘‘Hawaii
Volcanoes’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘Hawai‘i Volcanoes’’.

(b) The first section of Public Law 94–567
(90 Stat. 2692) is amended in subsection (e) by
striking ‘‘Haleakala’’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘Haleakala

¯
’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, S. 938, the Hawaiian
Volcanoes National Park Adjustment
Act of 1999, would provide for the ex-
pansion of the Hawaiian Volcanoes Na-
tional Park in the State of Hawaii. The
bill was introduced by the two Sen-
ators representing the State of Hawaii.
This bill would allow for expansion of
the park through willing sellers or
through donations.

The bill makes some additional tech-
nical amendments to the original park.
Currently, the National Park Service
may only acquire property by dona-
tion. Hawaiian Volcanoes National
Park was established as part of Hawaii
National Park on August 1, 1916. The
park is located on the island of Hawaii,
96 miles from Kailua Kona and 30 miles
from Hilo.

There are approximately 2,000 acres
that are adjacent to the park that may
be placed on the market. This bill
would allow the park to expand by buy-
ing land from willing sellers.

Madam Speaker, I urge support of
this bill.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, S. 938 is supported
by the administration, the Hawaii con-
gressional delegation, and I support the
measure as well, and I urge its adop-
tion.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill, S. 938.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the seven bills just considered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Utah?

There was no objection.

f

PROVIDING FOR CONCURRENCE BY
HOUSE WITH AMENDMENT IN
SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R.
4868, TARIFF SUSPENSION AND
TRADE ACT OF 2000

Mr. CRANE. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 644) providing for
the concurrence by the House, with an
amendment, in the amendment of the
Senate to H.R. 4868.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 644

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution the House shall be considered to
have taken from the Speaker’s table the bill
H.R. 4868, with the amendment of the Senate
thereto, and to have concurred in the amend-
ment of the Senate with an amendment as
follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the amendment of the Senate, in-
sert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Tariff Suspen-
sion and Trade Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

The table of contents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title.
Sec. 2. Table of contents.

TITLE I—TARIFF PROVISIONS

Sec. 1001. Reference; expired provisions.

Subtitle A—Temporary Duty Suspensions and
Reductions

CHAPTER 1—NEW DUTY SUSPENSIONS AND
REDUCTIONS

Sec. 1101. HIV/AIDS drug.
Sec. 1102. HIV/AIDS drug.

Sec. 1103. Triacetoneamine.
Sec. 1104. Instant print film in rolls.
Sec. 1105. Color instant print film.
Sec. 1106. Mixtures of sennosides and mixtures

of sennosides and their salts.
Sec. 1107. Cibacron red LS–B HC.
Sec. 1108. Cibacron brilliant blue FN–G.
Sec. 1109. Cibacron scarlet LS–2G HC.
Sec. 1110. MUB 738 INT.
Sec. 1111. Fenbuconazole.
Sec. 1112. 2,6-Dichlorotoluene.
Sec. 1113. 3-Amino-3-methyl-1-pentyne.
Sec. 1114. Triazamate.
Sec. 1115. Methoxyfenozide.
Sec. 1116. 1-Fluoro-2-nitrobenzene.
Sec. 1117. PHBA.
Sec. 1118. THQ (toluhydroquinone).
Sec. 1119. 2,4-Dicumylphenol.
Sec. 1120. Certain cathode-ray tubes.
Sec. 1121. Other cathode-ray tubes.
Sec. 1122. Certain raw cotton.
Sec. 1123. Rhinovirus drug.
Sec. 1124. Butralin.
Sec. 1125. Branched dodecylbenzene.
Sec. 1126. Certain fluorinated compound.
Sec. 1127. Certain light absorbing photo dye.
Sec. 1128. Filter Blue Green photo dye.
Sec. 1129. Certain light absorbing photo dyes.
Sec. 1130. 4,4′-Difluorobenzophenone.
Sec. 1131. A fluorinated compound.
Sec. 1132. DiTMP.
Sec. 1133. HPA.
Sec. 1134. APE.
Sec. 1135. TMPDE.
Sec. 1136. TMPME.
Sec. 1137. Tungsten concentrates.
Sec. 1138. 2 Chloro Amino Toluene.
Sec. 1139. Certain ion-exchange resins.
Sec. 1140. 11-Aminoundecanoic acid.
Sec. 1141. Dimethoxy butanone (DMB).
Sec. 1142. Dichloro aniline (DCA).
Sec. 1143. Diphenyl sulfide.
Sec. 1144. Trifluralin.
Sec. 1145. Diethyl imidazolidinone (DMI).
Sec. 1146. Ethalfluralin.
Sec. 1147. Benfluralin.
Sec. 1148. 3-Amino-5-mercapto-1,2,4-triazole

(AMT).
Sec. 1149. Diethyl phosphorochlorodothioate

(DEPCT).
Sec. 1150. Refined quinoline.
Sec. 1151. DMDS.
Sec. 1152. Vision inspection systems.
Sec. 1153. Anode presses.
Sec. 1154. Trim and form machines.
Sec. 1155. Certain assembly machines.
Sec. 1156. Thionyl chloride.
Sec. 1157. Phenylmethyl hydrazinecarboxylate.
Sec. 1158. Tralkoxydim formulated.
Sec. 1159. KN002.
Sec. 1160. KL084.
Sec. 1161. IN–N5297.
Sec. 1162. Azoxystrobin formulated.
Sec. 1163. Fungaflor 500 EC.
Sec. 1164. Norbloc 7966.
Sec. 1165. Imazalil.
Sec. 1166. 1,5-Dichloroanthraquinone.
Sec. 1167. Ultraviolet dye.
Sec. 1168. Vinclozolin.
Sec. 1169. Tepraloxydim.
Sec. 1170. Pyridaben.
Sec. 1171. 2-Acetylnicotinic acid.
Sec. 1172. SAMe.
Sec. 1173. Procion crimson H-EXL.
Sec. 1174. Dispersol crimson SF grains.
Sec. 1175. Procion navy H-EXL.
Sec. 1176. Procion yellow H-EXL.
Sec. 1177. 2-Phenylphenol.
Sec. 1178. 2-Methoxy-1-propene.
Sec. 1179. 3,5-Difluoroaniline.
Sec. 1180. Quinclorac.
Sec. 1181. Dispersol black XF grains.
Sec. 1182. Fluroxypyr, 1-methylheptyl ester

(FME).
Sec. 1183. Solsperse 17260.
Sec. 1184. Solsperse 17000.
Sec. 1185. Solsperse 5000.
Sec. 1186. Certain TAED chemicals.
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Sec. 1187. Isobornyl acetate.
Sec. 1188. Solvent blue 124.
Sec. 1189. Solvent blue 104.
Sec. 1190. Pro-jet magenta 364 stage.
Sec. 1191. 4-Amino-2,5-dimethoxy-N-

phenylbenzene sulfonamide.
Sec. 1192. Undecylenic acid.
Sec. 1193. 2-Methyl-4-chlorophenoxyacetic

acid.
Sec. 1194. Iminodisuccinate.
Sec. 1195. Iminodisuccinate salts and aqueous

solutions.
Sec. 1196. Poly(vinyl chloride) (PVC) self-adhe-

sive sheets.
Sec. 1197. 2-Butyl-2-ethylpropanediol.
Sec. 1198. Cyclohexadec-8-en-1-one.
Sec. 1199. Paint additive chemical.
Sec. 1200. o-Cumyl-octylphenol.
Sec. 1201. Certain polyamides.
Sec. 1202. Mesamoll.
Sec. 1203. Vulkalent E/C.
Sec. 1204. Baytron M.
Sec. 1205. Baytron C–R.
Sec. 1206. Baytron P.
Sec. 1207. Molds for use in certain DVDs.
Sec. 1208. KN001 (a hydrochloride).
Sec. 1209. Certain compound optical micro-

scopes.
Sec. 1210. DPC 083.
Sec. 1211. DPC 961.
Sec. 1212. Petroleum sulfonic acids, sodium

salts.
Sec. 1213. Pro-jet cyan 1 press paste.
Sec. 1214. Pro-jet black ALC powder.
Sec. 1215. Pro-jet fast yellow 2 RO feed.
Sec. 1216. Solvent yellow 145.
Sec. 1217. Pro-jet fast magenta 2 RO feed.
Sec. 1218. Pro-jet fast cyan 2 stage.
Sec. 1219. Pro-jet cyan 485 stage.
Sec. 1220. Triflusulfuron methyl formulated

product.
Sec. 1221. Pro-jet fast cyan 3 stage.
Sec. 1222. Pro-jet cyan 1 RO feed.
Sec. 1223. Pro-jet fast black 287 NA paste/liquid

feed.
Sec. 1224. 4-(cyclopropyl-α-hydroxymethylene)-

3,5-dioxo-cyclohexanecarboxylic
acid ethyl ester.

Sec. 1225. 4’’-epimethylamino-4’’-
deoxyavermectin B1a and B1b ben-
zoates.

Sec. 1226. Formulations containing 2-[4-[(5-
chloro-3-fluoro-2-pyridinyl)oxy]-
phenoxy]-2-propynyl ester.

Sec. 1227. Mixtures of 2-(2-chloroethoxy) - N -
[[4-methoxy-6-methyl - 1,3,5 -
triazin - 2-yl) - mino]carbonyl-
benzenesulfonamide] and 3,6-
dichloro - 2 - methoxybenzoic
acid.

Sec. 1228. (E,E)-α-(methoxyimino) - 2 - [[[[1-[3-
(trifluoro- methyl)phenyl]-ethyl-
idene]amino]
oxy]methyl]benzeneacetic acid,
methyl ester.

Sec. 1229. Formulations containing sulfur.
Sec. 1230. Mixtures of 3-(6-methoxy-4-methyl-

1,3,5-triazin - 2 - yl)-1-[2-(2-
chloroethoxy)-phenylsulfonyl]-
urea.

Sec. 1231. Mixtures of 4-cyclopropyl-6-methyl -
N - phenyl-2-pyrimidinamine-4-
(2,2-difluoro-1,3-benzodioxol-4-yl)-
1H-pyrrole-3-carbonitrile.

Sec. 1232. (R)-2-[2,6-Dimethylphenyl)-
methoxyacetylamino]propionic
acid, methyl ester and (S)-2-[2,6-
Dimethylphenyl)-
methoxyacetylamino]propionic
acid, methyl ester.

Sec. 1233. Mixtures of benzothiadiazole-7-
carbothioic acid, S-methyl ester.

Sec. 1234. Benzothialdiazole-7-carbothioic acid,
S-methyl ester.

Sec. 1235. O-(4-bromo-2-chlorophenyl)-O-ethyl-
S-propyl phosphorothioate.

Sec. 1236. 1-[[2-(2,4-Dichlorophenyl)-4-propyl-
1,3-dioxolan-2-yl]-methyl]-1H-
1,2,4-triazole.

Sec. 1237. Tetrahydro-3-methyl-N-nitro-5-[[2-
phenylthio)-5-thiazolyl]-4H-1,3,5-
oxadiazin-4-imine.

Sec. 1238. 1-(4-Methoxy-6-methyltriazin-2-yl)-3-
[2-(3,3,3-trifluoropropyl)-
phenylsulfonyl]-urea.

Sec. 1239. 4,5-Dihydro-6-methyl-4-[(3-
pyridinylmethylene)amino]-1,2,4-
triazin-3(2H)-one.

Sec. 1240. 4-(2,2-Difluoro-1,3-benzodioxol-4-yl)-
1H-pyrrole-3-carbonitrile.

Sec. 1241. Mixtures of 2-(((((4,6-
dimethoxypyrimidin - 2 -
yl)aminocarbonyl))
aminosulfonyl))-N,N - dimethyl-3-
pyridine- carboxamide and appli-
cation adjuvants.

Sec. 1242. Monochrome glass envelopes.
Sec. 1243. Ceramic coater.
Sec. 1244. Pro-jet black 263 stage.
Sec. 1245. Pro-jet fast black 286 paste.
Sec. 1246. Bromine-containing compounds.
Sec. 1247. Pyridinedicarboxylic acid.
Sec. 1248. Certain semiconductor mold com-

pounds.
Sec. 1249. Solvent blue 67.
Sec. 1250. Pigment blue 60.
Sec. 1251. Menthyl anthranilate.
Sec. 1252. 4-Bromo-2-fluoroacetanilide.
Sec. 1253. Propiophenone.
Sec. 1254. m-chlorobenzaldehyde.
Sec. 1255. Ceramic knives.
Sec. 1256. Stainless steel railcar body shells.
Sec. 1257. Stainless steel railcar body shells of

148-passenger capacity.
Sec. 1258. Pendimethalin.
Sec. 1259. 3,5-Dibromo-4-hydoxybenzonitril ester

and inerts.
Sec. 1260. 3,5-Dibromo-4-hydoxybenzonitril.
Sec. 1261. Isoxaflutole.
Sec. 1262. Cyclanilide technical.
Sec. 1263. R115777.
Sec. 1264. Bonding machines.
Sec. 1265. Glyoxylic acid.
Sec. 1266. Fluoride compounds.
Sec. 1267. Cobalt boron.
Sec. 1268. Certain steam or other vapor gener-

ating boilers used in nuclear fa-
cilities.

Sec. 1269. Fipronil technical.
Sec. 1270. KL540.

CHAPTER 2—EXISTING DUTY SUSPENSIONS AND
REDUCTIONS

Sec. 1301. Extension of certain existing duty
suspensions and reductions.

Sec. 1302. Technical correction.
Sec. 1303. Effective date.

Subtitle B—Other Tariff Provisions

CHAPTER 1—LIQUIDATION OR RELIQUIDATION OF
CERTAIN ENTRIES

Sec. 1401. Certain telephone systems.
Sec. 1402. Color television receiver entries.
Sec. 1403. Copper and brass sheet and strip.
Sec. 1404. Antifriction bearings.
Sec. 1405. Other antifriction bearings.
Sec. 1406. Printing cartridges.
Sec. 1407. Liquidation or reliquidation of cer-

tain entries of N,N-dicyclohexyl-2-
benzothiazolesulfenamide.

Sec. 1408. Certain entries of tomato sauce prep-
aration.

Sec. 1409. Certain tomato sauce preparation en-
tered in 1990 through 1992.

Sec. 1410. Certain tomato sauce preparation en-
tered in 1989 through 1995.

Sec. 1411. Certain tomato sauce preparation en-
tered in 1989 and 1990.

Sec. 1412. Neoprene synchronous timing belts.
Sec. 1413. Reliquidation of drawback claim

number R74–10343996.
Sec. 1414. Reliquidation of certain drawback

claims filed in 1996.
Sec. 1415. Reliquidation of certain drawback

claims relating to exports of mer-
chandise from May 1993 to July
1993.

Sec. 1416. Reliquidation of certain drawback
claims relating to exports claims
filed between April 1994 and July
1994.

Sec. 1417. Reliquidation of certain drawback
claims relating to juices.

Sec. 1418. Reliquidation of certain drawback
claims filed in 1997.

Sec. 1419. Reliquidation of drawback claim
number WJU1111031–7.

Sec. 1420. Liquidation or reliquidation of cer-
tain entries of athletic shoes.

Sec. 1421. Reliquidation of certain drawback
claims relating to juices.

Sec. 1422. Drawback of finished petroleum de-
rivatives.

Sec. 1423. Reliquidation of certain entries of
self-tapping screws.

Sec. 1424. Reliquidation of certain entries of
vacuum cleaners.

Sec. 1425. Liquidation or reliquidation of cer-
tain entries of conveyor chains.

CHAPTER 2—SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION RELATING
TO PRODUCT DEVELOPMENT AND TESTING

Sec. 1431. Short title.
Sec. 1432. Findings; purpose.
Sec. 1433. Amendments to Harmonized Tariff

Schedule of the United States.
Sec. 1434. Regulations relating to entry proce-

dures and sales of prototypes.
Sec. 1435. Effective date.

CHAPTER 3—PROHIBITION ON IMPORTATION OF
PRODUCTS MADE WITH DOG OR CAT FUR

Sec. 1441. Short title.
Sec. 1442. Findings and purposes.
Sec. 1443. Prohibition on importation of prod-

ucts made with dog or cat fur.

CHAPTER 4—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

Sec. 1451. Alternative mid-point interest ac-
counting methodology for under-
payment of duties and fees.

Sec. 1452. Exception from making report of ar-
rival and formal entry for certain
vessels.

Sec. 1453. Designation of San Antonio Inter-
national Airport for customs proc-
essing of certain private aircraft
arriving in the United States.

Sec. 1454. International travel merchandise.
Sec. 1455. Change in rate of duty of goods re-

turned to the United States by
travelers.

Sec. 1456. Treatment of personal effects of par-
ticipants in international athletic
events.

Sec. 1457. Collection of fees for customs services
for arrival of certain ferries.

Sec. 1458. Establishment of drawback based on
commercial interchangeability for
certain rubber vulcanization ac-
celerators.

Sec. 1459. Cargo inspection.
Sec. 1460. Treatment of certain multiple entries

of merchandise as single entry.
Sec. 1461. Report on customs procedures.
Sec. 1462. Drawbacks for recycled materials.
Sec. 1463. Preservation of certain reporting re-

quirements.
Sec. 1464. Importation of gum arabic.
Sec. 1465. Customs services at the Detroit Met-

ropolitan Airport.

Subtitle C—Effective Date

Sec. 1471. Effective date.

TITLE II—OTHER TRADE PROVISIONS

Sec. 2001. Trade adjustment assistance for cer-
tain workers affected by environ-
mental remediation or closure of a
copper mining facility.

Sec. 2002. Chief Agricultural Negotiator.

TITLE III—EXTENSION OF NONDISCRIM-
INATORY TREATMENT TO GEORGIA

Sec. 3001. Findings.
Sec. 3002. Termination of application of title IV

of the Trade Act of 1974 to Geor-
gia.
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TITLE IV—IMPORTED CIGARETTE

COMPLIANCE

Sec. 4001. Short title.
Sec. 4002. Modifications to rules governing re-

importation of tobacco products.
Sec. 4003. Technical amendment to the Bal-

anced Budget Act of 1997.
Sec. 4004. Requirements applicable to imports of

certain cigarettes.

TITLE I—TARIFF PROVISIONS
SEC. 1001. REFERENCE; EXPIRED PROVISIONS.

(a) REFERENCE.—Except as otherwise ex-
pressly provided, whenever in this title an
amendment or repeal is expressed in terms of an
amendment to, or repeal of, a chapter, sub-
chapter, note, additional U.S. note, heading,
subheading, or other provision, the reference

shall be considered to be made to a chapter, sub-
chapter, note, additional U.S. note, heading,
subheading, or other provision of the Har-
monized Tariff Schedule of the United States (19
U.S.C. 3007).

(b) EXPIRED PROVISIONS.—Subchapter II of
chapter 99 is amended by striking the following
headings:

9902.07.10 9902.29.89 9902.30.55
9902.08.07 9902.29.94 9902.30.57
9902.29.10 9902.29.99 9902.30.61
9902.29.14 9902.30.00 9902.30.62
9902.29.22 9902.30.05 9902.30.81
9902.29.25 9902.30.08 9902.30.82
9902.29.27 9902.30.11 9902.30.85
9902.29.30 9902.30.13 9902.30.88
9902.29.31 9902.30.14 9902.30.94
9902.29.33 9902.30.15 9902.30.95
9902.29.38 9902.30.21 9902.30.97

9902.29.39 9902.30.23 9902.31.05
9902.29.40 9902.30.25 9902.38.07
9902.29.41 9902.30.27 9902.39.08
9902.29.42 9902.30.30 9902.39.10
9902.29.47 9902.30.32 9902.44.21
9902.29.48 9902.30.34 9902.57.02
9902.29.49 9902.30.35 9902.62.01
9902.29.56 9902.30.36 9902.62.04
9902.29.59 9902.30.37 9902.64.02
9902.29.64 9902.30.39 9902.70.12
9902.29.70 9902.30.40 9902.70.13
9902.29.71 9902.30.42 9902.70.14
9902.29.73 9902.30.43 9902.70.15
9902.29.77 9902.30.46 9902.78.01
9902.29.78 9902.30.47 9902.84.47
9902.29.79 9902.30.48 9902.85.40
9902.29.80 9902.30.50 9902.85.44
9902.29.81 9902.30.51 9902.98.00
9902.29.83 9902.30.52
9902.29.84

Subtitle A—Temporary Duty Suspensions and Reductions
CHAPTER 1—NEW DUTY SUSPENSIONS AND REDUCTIONS

SEC. 1101. HIV/AIDS DRUG.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.98 [4R- [3(2S*,3S*), 4R*]]-3-[2-Hydroxy-3-[(3-hydroxy-2-methyl- benzoyl)amino]-1-
oxo-4-phenylbutyl]-5,5-dimethyl-N-[(2-methylphenyl)-methyl]-4-thiazolidine-
carboxamide (CAS No. 186538–00–1) (provided for in subheading 2930.90.90) ......... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1102. HIV/AIDS DRUG.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.99 5-[(3,5-Dichlorophenyl)-thio]-4-(1-methylethyl)-1-(4-pyridinylmethyl)-1H-imid-
azole-2-methanol carbamate (CAS No. 178979–85–6) (provided for in subheading
2933.39.61) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1103. TRIACETONEAMINE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.80 2,2,6,6-Tetramethyl-4-piperidine (CAS No. 826–36–8) (provided for in subheading
2933.39.61) ........................................................................................................ Free Free No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1104. INSTANT PRINT FILM IN ROLLS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.37.02 Instant print film, in rolls (provided for in subheading 3702.20.00) ....................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1105. COLOR INSTANT PRINT FILM.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.37.01 Instant print film of a kind used for color photography (provided for in sub-
heading 3701.20.00) ............................................................................................ 2.8% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1106. MIXTURES OF SENNOSIDES AND MIXTURES OF SENNOSIDES AND THEIR SALTS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.75 Mixtures of sennosides and mixtures of sennosides and their salts (provided for in
subheading 2938.90.00) ...................................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1107. CIBACRON RED LS–B HC.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.04 Reactive Red 270 (CAS No. 155522–05–7) (provided for in subheading 3204.16.30) ... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1108. CIBACRON BRILLIANT BLUE FN–G.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.88 6,13-Dichloro-3,10-bis[[2-[[4-fluoro-6-[(2-sulfonyl)amino]-1,3,5-triazin-2-
yl]amino]propyl]amino]-4,11-triphenodioxazinedisulfonic acid lithium sodium salt
(CAS No. 163062–28–0) (provided for in subheading 3204.16.30) ............................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1109. CIBACRON SCARLET LS–2G HC.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.86 Reactive Red 268 (CAS No. 152397–21–2) (provided for in subheading 3204.16.30) ... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1110. MUB 738 INT.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.91 2-Amino-4-(4-aminobenzoylamino)-benzenesulfonic acid (CAS No. 167614–37–1)
(provided for in subheading 2924.29.70) .............................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1111. FENBUCONAZOLE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.87 α-(2-(4-Chlorophenyl)ethyl-α-phenyl-1H-1,2,4-triazole-1-propanenitrile
(Fenbuconazole) (CAS No. 114369–43–6) (provided for in subheading 2933.90.06) ... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1112. 2,6-DICHLOROTOLUENE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.82 2,6-Dichlorotoluene (CAS No. 118–69–4) (provided for in subheading 2903.69.70) .... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.
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SEC. 1113. 3-AMINO-3-METHYL-1-PENTYNE.

Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.84 3-Amino-3-methyl-1-pentyne (CAS No. 18369–96–5) (provided for in subheading
2921.19.60) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1114. TRIAZAMATE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.89 Acetic acid, [[1-[(dimethylamino)carbonyl]-3-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-1H-1,2,4-triazol-
5-yl]thio]-, ethyl ester (CAS No. 112143–82–5) (provided for in subheading
2933.90.17) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1115. METHOXYFENOZIDE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.93 Benzoic acid, 3-methoxy-2-methyl-,2-(3,5-dimethylbenzoyl)-2-(1,1-
dimethylethyl)hydrazide (CAS No. 161050–58–4) (provided for in subheading
2928.00.25) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1116. 1-FLUORO-2-NITROBENZENE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.04 1-Fluoro-2-nitrobenzene (CAS No. 001493–27–2) (provided for in subheading
2904.90.30) ........................................................................................................ Free Free No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1117. PHBA.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.03 p-Hydroxybenzoic acid (CAS No. 99–96–7) (provided for in subheading 2918.29.22) Free Free No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1118. THQ (TOLUHYDROQUINONE).
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.05 Toluhydroquinone, (CAS No. 95–71–6) (provided for in subheading 2907.29.90) ..... Free Free No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1119. 2,4-DICUMYLPHENOL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.19.80 2,4-Dicumylphenol (CAS No. 2772–45–4) (provided for in subheading 2907.19.20 or
2907.19.80) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1120. CERTAIN CATHODE-RAY TUBES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.85.42 Cathode-ray data/graphic display tubes, color, with a less than 90 degree deflec-
tion (provided for in subheading 8540.60.00) ....................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1121. OTHER CATHODE-RAY TUBES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.85.41 Cathode-ray data/graphic display tubes, color, with a phosphor dot screen pitch
smaller than 0.4 mm, and with a less than 90 degree deflection (provided for in
subheading 8540.40.00) ...................................................................................... 1% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1122. CERTAIN RAW COTTON.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new headings:

‘‘ 9902.52.01 Cotton, not carded or combed, having a staple length under 31.75 mm (11⁄4
inches), described in general note 15 of the tariff schedule and entered pursuant
to its provisions (provided for in subheading 5201.00.22) ...................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003

9902.52.03 Cotton, not carded or combed, having a staple length under 31.75 mm (11⁄4
inches), described in additional U.S. note 7 of chapter 52 and entered pursuant to
its provisions (provided for in subheading 5201.00.34) .......................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1123. RHINOVIRUS DRUG.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.97 (2E,4S)-4-(((2R,5S)-2-((4-Fluorophenyl)-methyl)-6-methyl-5-(((5-methyl-3-
isoxazolyl)-carbonyly) amino)-1,4-dioxoheptyl)-amino)-5-((3S)-2-oxo-3-
pyrrolidinyl)-2-pentenoic acid, ethyl ester (CAS No. 223537–30–2) (provided for in
subheading 2934.90.39) ...................................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1124. BUTRALIN.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.00 N-sec-Butyl-4-tert-butyl-2,6-dinitroaniline (CAS No. 33629–47–9) or preparations
thereof (provided for in subheading 2921.42.90 or 3808.31.15) ................................ Free Free No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1125. BRANCHED DODECYLBENZENE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.01 Branched dodecylbenzenes (CAS No. 123–01–3) (provided for in subheading
2902.90.30) ........................................................................................................ Free Free No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1126. CERTAIN FLUORINATED COMPOUND.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.96 (4-Fluorophenyl)-[3-[(4-fluorophenyl)-ethynyl]phenyl]methanone (provided for in
subheading 2914.70.40) ...................................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1127. CERTAIN LIGHT ABSORBING PHOTO DYE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:
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‘‘ 9902.29.55 4-Chloro-3-[4-[[4-(dimethylamino)phenyl]methylene]-4,5-dihydro-3-methyl-5-oxo-
1H-pyrazol-yl]benzenesulfonic acid, compound with pyridine (1:1) (CAS No.
160828–81–9) (provided for in subheading 2934.90.90) ............................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1128. FILTER BLUE GREEN PHOTO DYE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.62 Iron chloro-5,6-diamino-1,3-naphthalenedisulfonate complexes (CAS No. 85187–
44–6) (provided for in subheading 2942.00.10) ...................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1129. CERTAIN LIGHT ABSORBING PHOTO DYES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.34 4-[4-[3-[4-(Dimethylamino)phenyl]-2-propenylidene]-4,5-dihydro-3-methyl-5-oxo-
1H-pyrazol-1-yl]benzenesulfonic acid, compound with N,N-diethylethanamine
(1:1) (CAS No. 109940–17–2); 4-[3-[3-Carboxy-5-hydroxy-1-(4-sulfophenyl)-1H-pyr-
azole-4-yl]-2-propenylidene]-4,5-dihydro-5-oxo-1-(4-sulfophenyl)-1H-pyrazole-3-
carboxylic acid, sodium salt, compound with N,N-diethylethanamine (CAS No.
90066–12–9); 4-[4,5-dihydro-4-[[5-hydroxy-3-methyl-1-(4-sulfophenyl)-1H- pyrazol-
4-yl]methylene]-3-methyl-5-oxo-1H-pyrazol-1-yl]benzenesulfonic acid, dipotassium
salt (CAS No. 94266–02–1); 4-[4-[[4-(Dimethylamino)-phenyl]methylene]-4,5-
dihydro-3-methyl-5-oxo-1H-pyrazol-l-yl]benzenesulfonic acid, potassium salt
(CAS No. 27268–31–1); 4,5-dihydro-5-oxo-4-[(phenylamino)methylene]-1-(4-
sulfophenyl)-1H-pyrazole-3-carboxylic acid, disodium salt; and 4-[5-[3-Carboxy-5-
hydroxy-1-(4-sulfophenyl)-1H-pyrazol-4-yl]-2,4- pentadienylidene]-4,5-dihydro-5-
oxo-1-(4-sulfophenyl)-1H-pyrazole-3-carboxylic acid, tetrapotassium salt (CAS
No. 134863–74–4) (all of the foregoing provided for in subheading 2933.19.30) ........ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1130. 4,4′-DIFLUOROBENZOPHENONE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.85 Bis(4-fluorophenyl)methanone (CAS No. 345–92–6) (provided for in subheading
2914.70.40) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1131. A FLUORINATED COMPOUND.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.30.14 (4-Fluorophenyl)phenylmethanone (CAS No. 345–83–5) (provided for in sub-
heading 2914.70.40) ............................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1132. DITMP.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.10 Di-trimethylolpropane (CAS No. 23235–61–2 (provided for in subheading
2909.49.60) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1133. HPA.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.09 Hydroxypivalic acid (CAS No. 4835–90–9) (provided for in subheading 2918.19.90) Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1134. APE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.15 Allyl pentaerythritol (CAS No. 1471–18–7) (provided for in subheading 2909.49.60) Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1135. TMPDE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.58 Trimethylolpropane, diallyl ether (CAS No. 682–09–7) (provided for in subheading
2909.49.60) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1136. TMPME.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.59 Trimethylolpropane monoallyl ether (provided for in subheading 2909.49.60) ........ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1137. TUNGSTEN CONCENTRATES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.26.11 Tungsten concentrates (provided for in subheading 2611.00.60) ............................ Free No Change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1138. 2 CHLORO AMINO TOLUENE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.62 2-Chloro-p-toluidine (CAS No. 95–74–9) (provided for in subheading 2921.43.80) .... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1139. CERTAIN ION-EXCHANGE RESINS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new headings:

‘‘ 9902.39.30 Ion-exchange resin, comprising a copolymer of 2-propenenitrile with
diethenylbenzene, ethenylethylbenzene and 1,7-octadiene, hydrolyzed (CAS No.
130353–60–5) (provided for in subheading 3914.00.60) ............................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003

9902.39.31 Ion-exchange resin, comprising a copolymer of 2-propenenitrile with 1,2,4-
triethylenylcyclohexane, hydrolyzed (CAS No. 109961–42–4) (provided for in sub-
heading 3914.00.60) ............................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003

9902.39.32 Ion-exchange resin, comprising a copolymer of 2-propenenitrile with
diethenylbenzene, hydrolyzed (CAS No. 135832–76–7) (provided for in subheading
3914.00.60) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1140. 11-AMINOUNDECANOIC ACID.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.49 11-Aminoundecanoic acid (CAS No. 2432–99–7) (provided for in subheading
2922.49.40) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.
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SEC. 1141. DIMETHOXY BUTANONE (DMB).

Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.16 4,4-Dimethoxy-2-butanone (CAS No. 5436–21–5) (provided for in subheading
2914.50.50) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1142. DICHLORO ANILINE (DCA).
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.17 2,6-Dichloro aniline (CAS No. 608–31–1) (provided for in subheading 2921.42.90) ... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1143. DIPHENYL SULFIDE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.06 Diphenyl sulfide (CAS No. 139–66–2) (provided for in subheading 2930.90.29) ........ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1144. TRIFLURALIN.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.02 α,α,α-Trifluoro-2,6-dinitro-p-toluidine (CAS No. 1582–09–8) (provided for in sub-
heading 2921.43.15) ............................................................................................ 3.3% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1145. DIETHYL IMIDAZOLIDINONE (DMI).
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.26 1,3-Diethyl-2-imidazolidinone (CAS No. 80–73–9) (provided for in subheading
2933.29.90) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1146. ETHALFLURALIN.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.30.49 N-Ethyl-N-(2-methyl-2-propenyl)-2,6-dinitro-4-(trifluoromethyl)- benzenamine
(CAS No. 55283–68–6) (provided for in subheading 2921.43.80) .............................. 3.5% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1147. BENFLURALIN.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by striking heading 9902.29.59 and by inserting the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.59 N-Butyl-N-ethyl-α,α,α-trifluoro-2,6-dinitro-p-toluidine (CAS No. 1861–40–1) (pro-
vided for in subheading 2921.43.80) .................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1148. 3-AMINO-5-MERCAPTO-1,2,4-TRIAZOLE (AMT).
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.08 3-Amino-5-mercapto-1,2,4-triazole (CAS No. 16691–43–3) (provided for in sub-
heading 2933.90.97) ............................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1149. DIETHYL PHOSPHOROCHLORODOTHIOATE (DEPCT).
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.58 O,O-Diethyl phosphorochlorodothioate (CAS No. 2524–04–1) (provided for in sub-
heading 2920.10.50) ............................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1150. REFINED QUINOLINE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.61 Quinoline (CAS No. 91–22–5) (provided for in subheading 2933.40.70) ................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1151. DMDS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.33.92 2,2-Dithiobis(8-fluoro-5-methoxy)-1,2,4- triazolo[1,5-c] pyrimidine (CAS No.
166524–74–9) (provided for in subheading 2933.59.80) ............................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1152. VISION INSPECTION SYSTEMS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.90.20 Automated visual inspection systems of a kind used for physical inspection of ca-
pacitors (provided for in subheadings 9031.49.90 and 9031.80.80) .......................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1153. ANODE PRESSES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.84.70 Presses for pressing tantalum powder into anodes (provided for in subheading
8462.99.80) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1154. TRIM AND FORM MACHINES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.84.40 Trimming and forming machines used in the manufacture of surface mounted
electronic components other than semiconductors prior to marking (provided for
in subheadings 8462.21.80, 8462.29.80, and 8463.30.00) .......................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1155. CERTAIN ASSEMBLY MACHINES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.84.30 Assembly machines for assembling anodes to lead frames (provided for in sub-
heading 8479.89.97) ............................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1156. THIONYL CHLORIDE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.28.01 Thionyl chloride (CAS No. 7719–09–7) (provided for in subheading 2812.10.50) ...... Free Free No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1157. PHENYLMETHYL HYDRAZINECARBOXYLATE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:
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‘‘ 9902.29.96 Phenylmethyl hydrazinecarboxylate (CAS No. 5331–43–1) (provided for in sub-
heading 2928.00.25) ............................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1158. TRALKOXYDIM FORMULATED.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new headings:

‘‘ 9902.06.62 2-[1-(Ethoxyimino)-propyl]-3-hydroxy-5-(2,4,6-trimethylphenyl)-2-cyclohexen-1-
one (Tralkoxydim) (CAS No. 87820–88–0) (provided for in subheading 2925.20.60) .. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2001

9902.06.01 Mixtures of 2-[1-(Ethoxyimino)-propyl]-3-hydroxy-5-(2,4,6-trimethylphenyl)-2-
cyclohexen-1-one (Tralkoxydim) (CAS No. 87820–88–0) and application adjuvants
(provided for in subheading 3808.30.15) .............................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2001 ’’.

(b) CALENDAR YEAR 2002.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Headings 9902.06.62 and 9902.06.01, as added by subsection (a), are amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘Free’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘1.1%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2001’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2002’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2002.
(c) CALENDAR YEAR 2003.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Headings 9902.06.62 and 9902.06.01, as added by subsection (a), are amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘1.1%’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘2.3%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2002’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2003’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2003.

SEC. 1159. KN002.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.63 2-[2,4-Dichloro-5-hydroxyphenyl)-hydrazono]-1-piperidine-carboxylic acid, meth-
yl ester (CAS No. 159393–46–1) (provided for in subheading 2933.39.61) ................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1160. KL084.
(a) CALENDAR YEAR 2000.—Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.69 2-Imino-1-methoxycarbonyl-piperidine hydrochloride (CAS No. 159393–48–3) (pro-
vided for in subheading 2933.39.61) .................................................................... 5.4% No change No change On or before 12/31/2000 ’’.

(b) CALENDAR YEAR 2001.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.29.69, as added by subsection (a), is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘5.4%’’ and inserting ‘‘4.7%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2000’’ and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2001’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2001.
(c) CALENDAR YEAR 2002.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.29.69, as added by subsection (a), is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘4.7%’’ and inserting ‘‘4.0%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2001’’ and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2002’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2002.
(d) CALENDAR YEAR 2003.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.29.69, as added by subsection (a), is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘4.0%’’ and inserting ‘‘3.3%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2002’’ and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2003’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2003.

SEC. 1161. IN–N5297.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.35 2-(Methoxycarbonyl)- benzylsulfonamide (CAS No. 59777–72–9) (provided for in
subheading 2935.00.75) ...................................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1162. AZOXYSTROBIN FORMULATED.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.01 Methyl (E)-2-2[6-(2-cyanophenoxy)-pyrimidin-4-xloxy]phenyl-3-methoxyacrylate
(CAS No. 131860–33–8) (provided for in subheading 3808.20.15) ............................. 5.7% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1163. FUNGAFLOR 500 EC.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.09 Mixtures of enilconazole (CAS No. 35554–44–0 or 73790–28–0) and application ad-
juvants (provided for in subheading 3808.20.15) .................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1164. NORBLOC 7966.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.22 2-(2’-Hydroxy-5’- methacrylyloxyethylphenyl)-2H-benzotriazole (CAS No. 96478–
09–0) (provided for in subheading 2933.90.79) ...................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1165. IMAZALIL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.10 Enilconazole (CAS No. 35554–44–0 or 73790–28–0) (provided for in subheading
2933.29.35) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1166. 1,5-DICHLOROANTHRAQUINONE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.14 1,5-Dichloroanthraquinone (CAS No. 82–46–2) (provided for in subheading
2914.70.40) ........................................................................................................ Free Free No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1167. ULTRAVIOLET DYE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.28.19 9-Anthracene-carboxylic acid, (triethoxysilyl)-methyl ester (provided for in sub-
heading 2931.00.30) ............................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1168. VINCLOZOLIN.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:
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‘‘ 9902.38.20 3-(3,5-Dichlorophenyl)-5-ethenyl-5-methyl-2,4-oxazolidinedione (CAS No. 50471–
44–8) (provided for in subheading 2934.90.12) ...................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1169. TEPRALOXYDIM.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.64 Mixtures of E-2-[1-[[(3-chloro-2-propenyl)oxy]-imino]propyl]-3-hydroxy-5-
(tetrahydro-2H-pyran-4-yl)-2-cyclohexen-1-one (CAS No. 149979–41–9) and appli-
cation adjuvants (provided for in subheading 3808.30.50) .................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1170. PYRIDABEN.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.30 4-Chloro-2-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-5-(((4-(1,1-dimethylethyl)phenyl)-methyl)thio)-3-
(2H)-pyridazinone (CAS No. 96489–71–3) (provided for in subheading 2933.90.22) .. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1171. 2-ACETYLNICOTINIC ACID.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.02 2-Acetylnicotinic acid (CAS No. 89942–59–6) (provided for in subheading
2933.39.61) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1172. SAME.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.21.06 Food supplement preparation of S-adenosylmethionine 1,4-butanedisulfonate
(CAS No. 101020–79–5) (provided for in subheading 2106.90.99) ............................. 5.5% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1173. PROCION CRIMSON H-EXL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.60 1,5-Naphthalene-disulfonic acid, 2-((8-((4-chloro-6-((3-(((4-chloro-6-((7-((1,5-
disulfo-2-naphthalenyl)-azo)-8-hydroxy-3,6-disulfo-1-naphthalenyl)amino)-1,3,5-
triazin-2-yl)amino)-methyl)phenyl)-amino)-1,3,5-triazin-2-yl)amino)-1-hydroxy-
3,6-disulfo-2-naphthalenyl)-azo)-, octa- (CAS No. 186554–26–7) (provided for in
subheading 3204.16.30) ...................................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1174. DISPERSOL CRIMSON SF GRAINS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.05 Mixture of 3-phenyl-7-(4-propoxyphenyl)benzo-(1,2-b:4,5-b’)-difuran-2,6-dione
(CAS No. 79694–17–0); 4-(2,6-dihydro-2,6-dioxo)-7-phenylbenzo-(1,2-b:4,5-b’)-
difuran-3-ylphenoxyacetic acid, 2-ethoxyethyl ester (CAS No. 126877–05–2); and 4-
(2,6-dihydro-2,6-dioxo-7-(4-propoxphenyl)-benzo-(1,2-b:4,5-b’)-difuran-3-yl)-
phenoxy)phenoxy)-acetic acid, 2-ethoxyethyl ester (CAS No. 126877–06–3) (the
foregoing mixture provided for in subheading 3204.11.35) .................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1175. PROCION NAVY H-EXL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.50 Mixture of 2,7-naphthalenedisulfonic acid, 4-amino-3,6-bis[[5-[[4-chloro-6-[(2-
methyl-4-sulfophenyl)amino]-1,3,5-triazin-2-yl]amino]-2-sulfophenyl]azo]-5-hy-
droxy-, hexasodium salt (CAS No. 186554–27–8); and 1,5-Naphthalenedisulfonic
acid, 2-((8-((4-chloro-6-((3-(((4-chloro-6-((7-((1,5-disulfo-2-naphthalenyl)azo)-8-
hydroxy-3,6-disulfo-1-naphthalenyl)amino)-1,3,5-triazin-2-yl)-amino)methyl)-
phenyl)amino)-1,3,5-triazin-2-yl)amino)-1-hydroxy-3,6-disulfo-2-
naphthalenyl)azo)-, octa- (CAS No. 186554–26–7) (the foregoing mixture provided
for in subheading 3204.16.30) ............................................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1176. PROCION YELLOW H-EXL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.46 Reactive yellow 138:1 mixed with non-color dispersing agent, anti-dusting agent
and water (CAS No. 72906–25–3) (the foregoing provided for in subheading
3204.16.30) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1177. 2-PHENYLPHENOL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.25 2-Phenylphenol (CAS No. 90–43–7) (provided for in subheading 2907.19.80) ........... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1178. 2-METHOXY-1-PROPENE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.27 2-Methoxy-1-propene (CAS No. 116–11–0) (provided for in subheading 2909.19.18) Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1179. 3,5-DIFLUOROANILINE.
(a) CALENDAR YEARS 2000 AND 2001.—Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.56 3,5-Difluoroaniline (CAS No. 372–39–4) (provided for in subheading 2921.42.65) .... 7.4% No change No change On or before 12/31/2001 ’’.

(b) CALENDAR YEAR 2002.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.29.56, as added by subsection (a), is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘7.4%’’ and inserting ‘‘6.7%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2001’’ and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2002’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2002.
(c) CALENDAR YEAR 2003.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.29.56, as added by subsection (a), is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘6.7%’’ and inserting ‘‘6.3%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2002’’ and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2003’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2003.

SEC. 1180. QUINCLORAC.
(a) CALENDAR YEARS 2000 AND 2001.—Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:
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‘‘ 9902.29.47 3,7-Dichloro-8-quinolinecarboxylic acid (CAS No. 84087–01–4) (provided for in
subheading 2933.40.30) ...................................................................................... 6.8% No change No change On or before 12/31/2001 ’’.

(b) CALENDAR YEAR 2002.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.29.47, as added by subsection (a), is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘6.8%’’ and inserting ‘‘5.9%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2001’’ and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2002’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2002.
(c) CALENDAR YEAR 2003.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.29.47, as added by subsection (a), is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘5.9%’’ and inserting ‘‘5.4%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2002’’ and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2003’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2003.

SEC. 1181. DISPERSOL BLACK XF GRAINS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.81 Mixture of Disperse blue 284, Disperse brown 19 and Disperse red 311 with non-
color dispersing agent (provided for in subheading 3204.11.35) ............................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1182. FLUROXYPYR, 1-METHYLHEPTYL ESTER (FME).
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.77 Fluoroxypyr, 1-methylheptyl ester (1-Methylheptyl ((4-amino-3,5-dichloro-6-
fluoro-2-pyridinyl)oxy)acetate) (CAS No. 81406–37–3) (provided for in subheading
2933.39.25) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1183. SOLSPERSE 17260.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.29 12-Hydroxyoctadecanoic acid, reaction product with N,N-dimethyl-1,3-
propanediamine, dimethyl sulfate, quaternized, 60 percent solution in toluene
(CAS No. 70879–66–2) (provided for in subheading 3824.90.28) .............................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1184. SOLSPERSE 17000.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.02 12-Hydroxyoctadecanoic acid, reaction product with N,N-dimethyl, 1, 3-
propanediamine, dimethyl sulfate, quaternized (CAS No. 70879–66–2) (provided
for in subheading 3824.90.40) ............................................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1185. SOLSPERSE 5000.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.03 1-Octadecanaminium, N,N-dimethyl-N-octadecyl-, (Sp-4-2)-[29H,31H-
phthalocyanine-2-sulfonato(3-)-N29,N30,N31,N32]cuprate(1-) (CAS No. 70750–63–9)
(provided for in subheading 3824.90.28) .............................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1186. CERTAIN TAED CHEMICALS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.70 Tetraacetylethylenediamine (CAS Nos. 10543–57–4) (provided for in subheading
2924.10.10) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1187. ISOBORNYL ACETATE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.71 Isobornyl acetate (CAS No. 125–12–2) (provided for in subheading 2915.39.45) ....... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1188. SOLVENT BLUE 124.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.73 Solvent blue 124 (CAS No. 29243–26–3) (provided for in subheading 3204.19.20) ...... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1189. SOLVENT BLUE 104.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.72 Solvent blue 104 (CAS No. 116–75–6) (provided for in subheading 3204.19.20) ......... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1190. PRO-JET MAGENTA 364 STAGE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.85.00 5-[4-(4,5-Dimethyl-2-sulfophenylamino)-6-hydroxy-[1,3,5-triazin-2-yl amino]-4-hy-
droxy-3-(1-sulfonaphthalen-2-ylazo)naphthalene-2,7-disulfonic acid, sodium am-
monium salt (provided for in subheading 3204.14.30) ........................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1191. 4-AMINO-2,5-DIMETHOXY-N-PHENYLBENZENE SULFONAMIDE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.73 4-Amino-2,5-dimethoxy-N-phenylbenzene sulfonamide (CAS No. 52298–44–9) (pro-
vided for in subheading 2935.00.10) .................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1192. UNDECYLENIC ACID.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.78 10-Undecylenic acid (CAS No. 112–38–9) (provided for in subheading 2916.19.30) ... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1193. 2-METHYL-4-CHLOROPHENOXYACETIC ACID.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.81 2-Methyl-4-chlorophenoxyacetic acid (CAS No. 94–74–6) and its 2-ethylhexyl ester
(CAS No. 29450–45–1) (provided for in subheading 2918.90.20); and 2-Methyl-4-
chlorophenoxy-acetic acid, dimethylamine salt (CAS No. 2039–46–5) (provided for
in subheading 2921.19.60) .................................................................................. 2.6% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.
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SEC. 1194. IMINODISUCCINATE.

Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.83 Mixtures of sodium salts of iminodisuccinic acid (provided for in subheading
3824.90.90) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1195. IMINODISUCCINATE SALTS AND AQUEOUS SOLUTIONS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.10 Mixtures of sodium salts of iminodisuccinic acid, dissolved in water (provided for
in subheading 3824.90.90) .................................................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1196. POLY(VINYL CHLORIDE) (PVC) SELF-ADHESIVE SHEETS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.39.01 Poly(vinyl chloride) (PVC) self-adhesive sheets, of a kind used to make bandages
(provided for in subheading 3919.10.20) .............................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1197. 2-BUTYL-2-ETHYLPROPANEDIOL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.84 2-Butyl-2-ethylpropane-1,3-diol (CAS No. 115–84–4) (provided for in subheading
2905.39.90) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1198. CYCLOHEXADEC-8-EN-1-ONE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.85 Cyclohexadec-8-en-1-one (CAS No. 3100–36–5) (provided for in subheading
2914.29.50) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003

’’.

SEC. 1199. PAINT ADDITIVE CHEMICAL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.33 N-Cyclopropyl-N′-(1,1-dimethylethy)-6-(methylthio)-1,3,5-triazine-2,4-diamine
(CAS No. 28159–98–0) (provided for in subheading 2933.69.60) .............................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1200. O-CUMYL-OCTYLPHENOL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.86 o-Cumyl-octylphenol (CAS No. 73936–80–8) (provided for in subheading 2907.19.80) Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1201. CERTAIN POLYAMIDES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.39.08 Micro-porous, ultrafine, spherical forms of polyamide-6, polyamide-12, and poly-
amide-6,12 powders (CAS No. 25038–54–4, 25038–74–8, and 25191–04–1) (provided
for in subheading 3908.10.00) ............................................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1202. MESAMOLL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.14 Mixture of phenyl esters of C10–C18 alkylsulfonic acids (CAS No. 70775–94–9) (pro-
vided for in subheading 3812.20.10) .................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1203. VULKALENT E/C.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.31 Mixtures of N-phenyl-N-((trichloromethyl)thio)-benzenesulfonamide, calcium car-
bonate, and mineral oil (provided for in 3824.90.28) ............................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1204. BAYTRON M.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.87 3,4-Ethylenedioxythiophene (CAS No. 126213–50–1) (provided for in subheading
2934.90.90) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1205. BAYTRON C–R.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.15 Aqueous catalytic preparations based on iron (III) toluenesulfonate (CAS No.
77214–82–5) (provided for in subheading 3815.90.50) ............................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1206. BAYTRON P.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.39.15 Aqueous dispersions of poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) poly-(styrenesulfonate)
(cationic) (CAS No. 155090–83–8) (provided for in subheading 3911.90.25) .............. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1207. MOLDS FOR USE IN CERTAIN DVDS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.84.19 Molds for use in the manufacture of digital versatile discs (DVDs) (provided for
in subheading 8480.71.80) .................................................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1208. KN001 (A HYDROCHLORIDE).
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.88 2,4-Dichloro-5-hydrazinophenol monohydrochloride (CAS No. 189573–21–5) (pro-
vided for in subheading 2928.00.25) .................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1209. CERTAIN COMPOUND OPTICAL MICROSCOPES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:
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‘‘ 9902.98.07 Compound optical microscopes: whether or not stereoscopic and whether or not
provided with a means for photographing the image; especially designed for semi-
conductor inspection; with full encapsulation of all moving parts above the stage;
meeting ‘‘cleanroom class 1’’ criteria; having a horizontal distance between the
optical axis and C-shape microscope stand of 8′′ or more; and fitted with special
microscope stages having a lateral movement range of 6′′ or more in each direc-
tion and containing special sample holders for semiconductor wafers, devices,
and masks (provided for in heading 9011.20.80) ................................................... Free No Change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1210. DPC 083.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.92 (S)-6-Chloro-3,4-dihydro-4E-cyclopropylethnyl-4-trifluoromethyl-2(1H)-
quinazolinone (CAS No. 214287–99–7) (provided for in subheading 2933.90.46) ....... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1211. DPC 961.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.20.05 (S)-6-Chloro-3,4-dihydro-4-cyclopropylethynyl-4-trifluoromethyl-2(1H)-
quinazolinone (CAS No. 214287–88–4) (provided for in subheading 2933.90.46) ....... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1212. PETROLEUM SULFONIC ACIDS, SODIUM SALTS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.34.01 Petroleum sulfonic acids, sodium salts (CAS No. 68608–26–4) (provided for in sub-
heading 3402.11.50) ............................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1213. PRO-JET CYAN 1 PRESS PASTE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.20 Direct blue 199 acid (CAS No. 80146–12–9) (provided for in subheading 3204.14.30) Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1214. PRO-JET BLACK ALC POWDER.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.23 Direct black 184 (provided for in subheading 3204.14.30) ...................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1215. PRO-JET FAST YELLOW 2 RO FEED.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.99 Direct yellow 173 (provided for in subheading 3204.14.30) .................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1216. SOLVENT YELLOW 145.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.30.46 Solvent yellow 145 (CAS No. 27425–55–4) (provided for in subheading 3204.19.25) .. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1217. PRO-JET FAST MAGENTA 2 RO FEED.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.24 Direct violet 107 (provided for in subheading 3204.14.30) ...................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1218. PRO-JET FAST CYAN 2 STAGE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.17 Direct blue 307 (provided for in subheading 3204.14.30) ....................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1219. PRO-JET CYAN 485 STAGE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.25 [(2-Hydroxyethylsulfamoyl)-sulfophthalocyaninato] copper (II), mixed isomers
(provided for in subheading 3204.14.30) .............................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1220. TRIFLUSULFURON METHYL FORMULATED PRODUCT.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.50 Methyl 2-[[[[[-4-(dimethylamino)-6-(2,2,2-trifluoroethoxy)-1,3,5-triazin-2-
yl]amino]carbonyl]amino]sulfonyl]-3-methylbenzoate (CAS No. 126535–15–7) (pro-
vided for in subheading 3808.30.15) .................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1221. PRO-JET FAST CYAN 3 STAGE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.30.11 [29H,31H-Phthalocyaninato(2-) -xN29,xN30,xN31,xN32] copper,[[2-[4-(2-
aminoethyl)-1-piperazinyl]-ethyl]amino]sulfonylamino-sulfonyl[(2-hydroxy-
ethyl)amino]-sulfonyl [[2-[[2-(1-piperazinyl)ethyl]-amino)ethyl]-amino]sulfonyl
sulfo derivatives and their sodium salts (provided for in subheading 3204.14.30) ... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1222. PRO-JET CYAN 1 RO FEED.
(a) CALENDAR YEAR 2000.—Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.65 Direct blue 199 sodium salt (CAS No. 90295–11–7) (provided for in subheading
3204.14.30) ........................................................................................................ 9.5% No change No change On or before 12/31/2000 ’’.

(b) CALENDAR YEAR 2001.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.32.65, as added by subsection (a), is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘9.5%’’ and inserting ‘‘8.5%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2000’’ and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2001’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2001.
(c) CALENDAR YEAR 2002.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.32.65, as added by subsection (a) and amended by subsection (b), is further amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘8.5%’’ and inserting ‘‘7.4%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2001’’ and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2002’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2001.
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SEC. 1223. PRO-JET FAST BLACK 287 NA PASTE/LIQUID FEED.

(a) CALENDAR YEAR 2000.—Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.67 Direct black 195 (CAS No. 160512–93–6) (provided for in subheading 3204.14.30) .... 7.8% No change No change On or before 12/31/2000 ’’.

(b) CALENDAR YEAR 2001.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.32.67, as added by subsection (a), is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘7.8%’’ and inserting ‘‘7.1%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2000’’ and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2001’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2001.
(c) CALENDAR YEAR 2002.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.32.67, as added by subsection (a) and amended by subsection (b), is further amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘7.1%’’ and inserting ‘‘6.4%’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘On or before 12/31/2001’’ and inserting ‘‘On or before 12/31/2002’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1, 2001.

SEC. 1224. 4-(CYCLOPROPYL-}-HYDROXYMETHYLENE)-3,5-DIOXO-CYCLOHEXANECARBOXYLIC ACID ETHYL ESTER.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.93 4-(Cyclopropyl-α-hydroxymethylene)-3,5-dioxo-cyclohexanecarboxylic acid, ethyl
ester (CAS No. 95266–40–3) (provided for in subheading 2918.90.50) ....................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1225. 4’’-EPIMETHYLAMINO-4’’-DEOXYAVERMECTIN B1A AND B1B BENZOATES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.94 4’’-Epimethyl-amino-4’’-deoxyavermectin B1a and B1b benzoates (CAS No. 137512–
74–4, 155569–91–8, or 179607–18–2) (provided for in subheading 2938.90.00) ............. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1226. FORMULATIONS CONTAINING 2-[4-[(5-CHLORO-3-FLUORO-2-PYRIDINYL)OXY]-PHENOXY]-2-PROPYNYL ESTER.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.51 Propanoic acid, 2-[4-[(5-chloro-3-fluoro-2-pyridinyl)oxy]-phenoxy]-2-propynyl
ester (CAS No. 105512–06–9) (provided for in subheading 3808.30.15) ..................... 3% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1227. MIXTURES OF 2-(2-CHLOROETHOXY)-N-[[4-METHOXY-6-METHYL-1,3,5-TRIAZIN-2-YL)-AMINO]CARBONYLBENZENESULFONAMIDE] AND 3,6-
DICHLORO-2-METHOXYBENZOIC ACID.

Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.21 Mixtures of 2-(2-chloroethoxy)-N-[[4-methoxy-6-methyl-1,3,5-triazin-2-
yl)amino]carbonylbenzene-sulfonamide] (CAS No. 82097–50–5) and 3,6-dichloro-2-
methoxybenzoic acid (CAS No. 1918–00–9) with application adjuvants (provided
for in subheading 3808.30.15) ............................................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1228. (E,E)-}-(METHOXYIMINO)-2-[[[[1-[3-(TRIFLUOROMETHYL)PHENYL]-ETHYLIDENE]AMINO]OXY]METHYL]BENZENEACETIC ACID, METHYL ESTER.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.41 (E,E)-α-(Methoxyimino)-2-[[[[1-[3-(trifluoromethyl)phenyl]- ethyl-
idene]amino]oxy]- methyl]benzeneacetic acid, methyl ester (CAS No. 141517–21–7)
(provided for in subheading 2929.90.20) .............................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1229. FORMULATIONS CONTAINING SULFUR.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.13 Mixtures of sulfur (80 percent by weight) and application adjuvants (CAS No.
7704–34–9) (provided for in subheading 3808.20.50) ............................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1230. MIXTURES OF 3-(6-METHOXY-4-METHYL-1,3,5-TRIAZIN-2-YL)-1-[2-(2-CHLOROETHOXY)-PHENYLSULFONYL]-UREA.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.52 Mixtures of 3-(6-methoxy-4-methyl-1,3,5-triazin-2-yl)-1-[2-(2-chloroethoxy)-
phenylsulfonyl]-urea (CAS No. 82097–50–5) and application adjuvants (provided
for in subheading 3808.30.15) ............................................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1231. MIXTURES OF 4-CYCLOPROPYL-6-METHYL-N-PHENYL-2-PYRIMIDINAMINE-4-(2,2-DIFLUORO-1,3-BENZODIOXOL-4-YL)-1H-PYRROLE-3-CARBONITRILE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.53 Mixtures of 4-cyclopropyl-6-methyl-N-phenyl-2-pyrimidinamine-4-(2,2-difluoro-
1,3-benzodioxol-4-yl)-1H-pyrrole-3-carbonitrile (CAS No. 131341–86–1) and appli-
cation adjuvants (provided for in subheading 3808.20.15) .................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1232. (R)-2-[2,6-DIMETHYLPHENYL)-METHOXYACETYLAMINO]PROPIONIC ACID, METHYL ESTER AND (S)-2-[2,6-DIMETHYLPHENYL)-
METHOXYACETYLAMINO]PROPIONIC ACID, METHYL ESTER.

Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.31 (R)-2-[2,6-Dimethylphenyl)-methoxyacetylamino]propionic acid, methyl ester and
(S)-2-[2,6-Dimethylphenyl)-methoxyacetylamino]propionic acid, methyl ester
(CAS No. 69516–34–3) (both of the foregoing provided for in subheading 2924.29.47) Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1233. MIXTURES OF BENZOTHIADIAZOLE-7-CARBOTHIOIC ACID, S-METHYL ESTER.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.22 Mixtures of benzothiadiazole-7-carbothioic acid, S-methyl ester (CAS No. 135158–
54–2) and application adjuvants (provided for in subheading 3808.20.15) .............. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1234. BENZOTHIALDIAZOLE-7-CARBOTHIOIC ACID, S-METHYL ESTER.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.42 Benzothialdiazole-7-carbothioic acid, S-methyl ester (CAS No. 135158–54–2) (pro-
vided for in subheading 2934.90.12) .................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1235. O-(4-BROMO-2-CHLOROPHENYL)-O-ETHYL-S-PROPYL PHOSPHOROTHIOATE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.30 O-(4-Bromo-2-chlorophenyl)-O-ethyl-S-propyl phosphorothioate (CAS No. 41198–
08–7) (provided for in subheading 2930.90.10) ...................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.
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SEC. 1236. 1-[[2-(2,4-DICHLOROPHENYL)-4-PROPYL-1,3-DIOXOLAN-2-YL]-METHYL]-1H-1,2,4-TRIAZOLE.

Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.80 1-[[2-(2,4-Dichlorophenyl)-4-propyl-1,3-dioxolan-2-yl]-methyl]-1H-1,2,4-triazole
(CAS No. 60207–90–1) (provided for in subheading 2934.90.12) .............................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1237. TETRAHYDRO-3-METHYL-N-NITRO-5-[[2-PHENYLTHIO)-5-THIAZOLYL]-4H-1,3,5-OXADIAZIN-4-IMINE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.76 Tetrahydro-3-methyl-N-nitro-5-[[2-phenylthio)-5-thiazolyl]-4-H-1,3,5-oxadiazin-4-
imine (CAS No. 192439–46–6) (provided for in subheading 2934.10.10) .................... 4.3% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1238. 1-(4-METHOXY-6-METHYLTRIAZIN-2-YL)-3-[2-(3,3,3-TRIFLUOROPROPYL)-PHENYLSULFONYL]-UREA.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.28.40 1-(4-Methoxy-6-methyltriazin-2-yl)-3-[2-(3,3,3-trifluoropropyl)-phenylsulfonyl]-
urea (CAS No. 94125–34–5) (provided for in subheading 2935.00.75) ....................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1239. 4,5-DIHYDRO-6-METHYL-4-[(3-PYRIDINYLMETHYLENE)AMINO]-1,2,4-TRIAZIN-3(2H)-ONE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.28.94 4,5-Dihydro-6-methyl-4-[(3-pyridinylmethylene)amino]-1,2,4-triazin-3(2H)-one
(CAS No. 123312–89–0) (provided for in subheading 2933.69.60) ............................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1240. 4-(2,2-DIFLUORO-1,3-BENZODIOXOL-4-YL)-1H-PYRROLE-3-CARBONITRILE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.97 4-(2,2-Difluoro-1,3-benzodioxol-4-yl)-1H-pyrrole-3-carbonitrile (CAS No. 131341–
86–1) (provided for in subheading 2934.90.12) ...................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1241. MIXTURES OF 2-(((((4,6-DIMETHOXYPYRIMIDIN-2-YL)AMINOCARBONYL))AMINOSULFONYL))-N,N-DIMETHYL-3-PYRIDINECARBOXAMIDE AND APPLI-
CATION ADJUVANTS.

Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.69 Mixtures of 2-(((((4,6-dimethoxypyrimidin-2-yl)aminocarbonyl))aminosulfonyl))-
N,N-dimethyl-3-pyridinecarboxamide and application adjuvants (CAS No. 111991–
09–4) (provided for in subheading 3808.30.15) ...................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1242. MONOCHROME GLASS ENVELOPES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.70.01 Monochrome glass envelopes (provided for in subheading 7011.20.40) ................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1243. CERAMIC COATER.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.84.00 Ceramic coater for laying down and drying ceramic (provided for in subheading
8479.89.97) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1244. PRO-JET BLACK 263 STAGE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.30.13 5-[4-(7-Amino-1-hydroxy-3-sulfonaphthalen-2-ylazo)-2,5-bis(2-hydroxyethoxy)-
phenylazo]isophthalic acid, lithium salt (provided for in subheading 3204.14.30) .. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1245. PRO-JET FAST BLACK 286 PASTE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.44 1,3-Benzenedicarboxylic acid, 5-[[4-[(7-amino-1-hydroxy-3-sulfo-2-
naphthalenyl)azo-6-sulfo-1-naphthalenylazo]-, sodium salt (CAS No. 201932–24–3)
(provided for in subheading 3204.14.30) .............................................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1246. BROMINE-CONTAINING COMPOUNDS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new headings:

‘‘ 9902.28.08 2-Bromoethanesulfonic acid, sodium salt (CAS No. 4263–52–9) (provided for in
subheading 2904.90.50) ...................................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003

9902.28.09 4,4’-Dibromobiphenyl (CAS No. 92–86–4) (provided for in subheading 2903.69.70) .. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003
9902.28.10 4-Bromotoluene (CAS No. 106–38–7) (provided for in subheading 2903.69.70) ......... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1247. PYRIDINEDICARBOXYLIC ACID.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new headings:

‘‘ 9902.29.38 1,4-Dihydro-2,6-dimethyl-1,4-diphenyl-3,5-pyridinedicarboxylic acid, dimethyl
ester (CAS No. 83300–85–0) (provided for in subheading 2933.90.79) ....................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003

9902.29.39 1-[2-[2-Chloro-3-[(1,3-dihydro-1,3,3-trimethyl-2H-indol-2-ylidene)ethylidene]-1-
cyclopenten-1-yl]ethenyl]-1,3,3-trimethyl-3H-indolium salt with trifluoromethane-
sulfonic acid (1:1) (CAS No. 128433–68–1) (provided for in subheading 2933.90.24) .. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003

9902.29.40 N-[4-[5-[4-(Dimethylamino)-phenyl]-1,5-diphenyl-2,4-pentadienylidene]-2,5-
cyclohexadien-1-ylidene]-N-methylmethanaminium salt with trifluoromethane-
sulfonic acid (1:1) (CAS No. 100237–71–6) (provided for in subheading 2921.49.45) .. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003

’’.

SEC. 1248. CERTAIN SEMICONDUCTOR MOLD COMPOUNDS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.39.07 Thermosetting epoxide molding compounds of a kind suitable for use in the man-
ufacture of semiconductor devices, via transfer molding processes, containing 70
percent or more of silica, by weight, and having less than 75 parts per million of
combined water-extractable content of chloride, bromide, potassium and sodium
(provided for in subheading 3907.30.00) .............................................................. 3.5% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1249. SOLVENT BLUE 67.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.32.53 Solvent blue 67 (CAS No. 81457–65–0) (provided for in subheading 3204.19.11) ....... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.
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SEC. 1250. PIGMENT BLUE 60.

Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.30.08 Pigment blue 60 (CAS No. 81–77–6) (provided for in subheading 3204.17.90) ........... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1251. MENTHYL ANTHRANILATE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.08.10 Menthyl anthranilate (CAS No. 134–09–08) (provided for in subheading 2922.49.27) Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1252. 4-BROMO-2-FLUOROACETANILIDE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.28.15 4-Bromo-2-fluoroacetanilide (CAS No. 326–66–9) (provided for in subheading
2924.21.50) ........................................................................................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1253. PROPIOPHENONE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.28.16 Propiophenone (CAS No. 93–55–0) (provided for in subheading 2914.39.90) ............ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1254. M-CHLOROBENZALDEHYDE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.28.17 m-Chlorobenzaldehyde (CAS No. 587–04–2) (provided for in subheading 2913.00.40) Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1255. CERAMIC KNIVES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.69.01 Knives having ceramic blades, such blades containing over 90 percent zirconia by
weight (provided for in subheading 6911.10.80 or 6912.00.48) ................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1256. STAINLESS STEEL RAILCAR BODY SHELLS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.86.07 Railway car body shells of stainless steel, the foregoing which are designed for
gallery type railway cars each having an aggregate capacity of 138 passengers on
two enclosed levels (provided for in subheading 8607.99.10) ................................. Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1257. STAINLESS STEEL RAILCAR BODY SHELLS OF 148-PASSENGER CAPACITY.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in the numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.86.08 Railway car body shells of stainless steel, the foregoing which are designed for
use in gallery type cab control railway cars each having an aggregate capacity of
148 passengers on two enclosed levels (provided for in subheading 8607.99.10) ...... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1258. PENDIMETHALIN.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.21.42 N-(Ethylpropyl)-3,4-dimethyl-2,6-dinitroaniline (Pendimethalin) (CAS No. 40487–
42–1) (provided for in subheading 2921.49.50) ...................................................... 1.1% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1259. 3,5-DIBROMO-4-HYDOXYBENZONITRIL ESTER AND INERTS.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.38.04 Mixtures of octanoate and heptanoate esters of bromoxynil (3,5-Dibromo-4-
hydroxybenzonitrile) (CAS Nos. 1689–99–2 and 56634–95–8) with application adju-
vants (provided for in subheading 3808.30.15) ..................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1260. 3,5-DIBROMO-4-HYDOXYBENZONITRIL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.28.18 Bromoxynil (3,5-dibromo-4-hydroxybenzonitrile), octanoic acid ester (CAS No.
1689–99–2) (provided for in subheading 2926.90.25) ............................................... 4.2% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1261. ISOXAFLUTOLE.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.79 4-(2-Methanesulfonyl-4-trifluoromethylbenzoyl)-5-cyclopropylisoxazole (CAS No.
141112–29–0) (provided for in subheading 2934.90.15) ............................................ 1.0% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1262. CYCLANILIDE TECHNICAL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.64 1-(2,4-Dichlorophenylaminocarbonyl)-cyclopropanecarboxylic acid (CAS No.
113136–77–9) (provided for in subheading 2924.29.47) ............................................ 5.7% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1263. R115777.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.33.40 (R)-6-[Amino(4-chlorophenyl)(1-methyl-1H-imidazol-5-yl)methyl]-4-(3-
chlorophenyl)-1-methyl-2(1H)-quinoline (CAS No. 192185–72–1) (provided for in
subheading 2933.40.26) ...................................................................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1264. BONDING MACHINES.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.84.16 Bonding machines for use in the manufacture of digital versatile discs (DVDs)
(provided for in subheading 8479.89.97) .............................................................. 1.7% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1265. GLYOXYLIC ACID.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.13 Glyoxylic acid (CAS No. 298–12–4) (provided for in subheading 2918.30.90) ........... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.
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SEC. 1266. FLUORIDE COMPOUNDS.

Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new headings:

‘‘ 9902.28.20 Ammonium bifluoride (CAS No. 1341–49–7) (provided for in subheading 2826.11.10) Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1267. COBALT BORON.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.80.05 Cobalt boron (provided for in subheading 8105.10.30) .......................................... Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1268. CERTAIN STEAM OR OTHER VAPOR GENERATING BOILERS USED IN NUCLEAR FACILITIES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.84.02 Watertube boilers with a steam production exceeding 45 t per hour, for use in nu-
clear facilities (provided for in subheading 8402.11.00) ........................................ 4.9% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to goods—
(1) entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for consumption, on or after the 15th day after the date of enactment of this Act; and
(2) purchased pursuant to a binding contract entered into on or before the date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 1269. FIPRONIL TECHNICAL.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.98 5-Amino-1-(2,6-dichloro-4-(trifluoromethyl)phenyl)-4-((l,r,s)-
(trifluromethylsulfinyl))-1H-pyrazole-3-carbonitrile (CAS No. 120068–37–3) (pro-
vided for in subheading 2933.19.23) .................................................................... 5.6% No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

SEC. 1270. KL540.
Subchapter II of chapter 99 is amended by inserting in numerical sequence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9902.29.91 Methyl-4-trifluoromethoxyphenyl-N-(chlorocarbonyl) carbamate (CAS No.
173903–15–6) (provided for in subheading 2924.29.70) ............................................ Free No change No change On or before 12/31/2003 ’’.

CHAPTER 2—EXISTING DUTY
SUSPENSIONS AND REDUCTIONS

SEC. 1301. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN EXISTING
DUTY SUSPENSIONS AND REDUC-
TIONS.

(a) EXISTING DUTY SUSPENSIONS.—Each of the
following headings is amended by striking out
the date in the effective period column and in-
serting ‘‘12/31/2003’’:

(1) Heading 9902.32.12 (relating to DEMT).
(2) Heading 9902.39.07 (relating to a certain

polymer).
(3) Heading 9902.29.07 (relating to 4-

hexylresorcinol).
(4) Heading 9902.29.37 (relating to certain sen-

sitizing dyes).
(5) Heading 9902.32.07 (relating to certain or-

ganic pigments and dyes).
(6) Heading 9902.71.08 (relating to certain

semi-manufactured forms of gold).
(7) Heading 9902.33.59 (relating to DPX–

E6758).
(8) Heading 9902.33.60 (relating to

rimsulfuron).
(9) Heading 9902.70.03 (relating to rolled

glass).
(10) Heading 9902.72.02 (relating to

ferroboron).
(11) Heading 9902.70.06 (relating to substrates

of synthetic quartz or synthetic fused silica).
(12) Heading 9902.32.90 (relating to

diiodomethyl-p-tolylsulfone).
(13) Heading 9902.32.92 (relating to β-bromo-β-

nitrostyrene).
(14) Heading 9902.32.06 (relating to yttrium).
(15) Heading 9902.32.55 (relating to methyl

thioglycolate).
(b) EXISTING DUTY REDUCTION.—Heading

9902.29.68 (relating to Ethylene/tetra-
fluoroethylene copolymer (ETFE)) is amended
by striking out the date in the effective period
column and inserting ‘‘12/31/2003’’.

(c) OTHER MODIFICATIONS.—
(1) METHYL ESTERS.—
(A) CALENDAR YEAR 2001.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.38.24 (relating

to methyl esters) is amended—
(I) by striking ‘‘Free’’ and inserting ‘‘1.6%’’;

and
(II) by striking ‘‘12/31/2000’’ and inserting ‘‘12/

31/2001’’.
(ii) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made

by clause (i) shall take effect on January 1,
2001.

(B) CALENDAR YEAR 2002.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.38.24, as

amended by subparagraph (A), is amended—

(I) by striking ‘‘1.6%’’ and inserting ‘‘1.8%’’;
and

(II) by striking ‘‘12/31/2001’’ and inserting ‘‘12/
31/2002’’.

(ii) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by clause (i) shall take effect on January 1,
2002.

(C) CALENDAR YEAR 2003.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—Heading 9902.38.24, as

amended by subparagraph (B), is amended—
(I) by striking ‘‘1.8%’’ and inserting ‘‘1.9%’’;

and
(II) by striking ‘‘12/31/2002’’ and inserting ‘‘12/

31/2003’’.
(ii) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made

by clause (i) shall take effect on January 1,
2003.

(2) CERTAIN MANUFACTURING EQUIPMENT.—
Headings 9902.84.83, 9902.84.85, 9902.84.87,
9902.84.89, and 9902.84.91 (relating to certain
manufacturing equipment) are each amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘4011.91.50’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘4011.91’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘4011.99.40’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘4011.99’’; and

(C) by striking ‘‘86 cm’’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘63.5 cm’’.

(3) CARBAMIC ACID (U-9069).— Heading
9902.33.61 (relating to carbamic acid (U–9069)) is
amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘7.6%’’ and inserting ‘‘Free’’;
and

(B) by striking the date in the effective period
column and inserting ‘‘12/31/2003’’.

(4) DPX–E9260.— Heading 9902.33.63 (relating
to DPX–E9260) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘5.3%’’ and inserting ‘‘Free’’;
and

(B) by striking the date in the effective period
column and inserting ‘‘12/31/2003’’.
SEC. 1302. TECHNICAL CORRECTION.

Heading 9902.32.70 is amended by striking
‘‘(provided for in subheading 2916.39.45)’’ and
inserting ‘‘(provided for in subheading
2916.39.75)’’.
SEC. 1303. EFFECTIVE DATE.

Except as otherwise provided in this chapter,
the amendments made by this chapter apply to
goods entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for
consumption, on or after January 1, 2001.

Subtitle B—Other Tariff Provisions
CHAPTER 1—LIQUIDATION OR

RELIQUIDATION OF CERTAIN ENTRIES
SEC. 1401. CERTAIN TELEPHONE SYSTEMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sections
514 and 520 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.

1514 and 1520), or any other provision of law,
the United States Customs Service shall, not
later than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, liquidate or reliquidate those
entries listed in subsection (c), in accordance
with the final decision of the Department of
Commerce of February 7, 1990 (case number
A580–803–001).

(b) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a) shall be paid by the Cus-
toms Service within 90 days after such liquida-
tion or reliquidation.

(c) ENTRY LIST.—The entries referred to in
subsection (a) are the following:

Entry number Date of entry Port

E85–0001814–6 ..... 10/05/89 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0001844–3 ..... 10/30/89 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0002268–4 ..... 07/21/90 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0002510–9 ..... 12/15/90 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0002511–7 ..... 12/15/90 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0002509–1 ..... 12/15/90 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0002527–3 ..... 12/12/90 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0002550–0 ..... 12/20/90 ............. Miami, FL
102–0121558–8 ..... 12/11/91 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0002654–5 ..... 04/08/91 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0002703–0 ..... 05/01/91 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0002778–2 ..... 06/05/91 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0002909–3 ..... 08/05/91 ............. Miami, FL
E85–0002913–5 ..... 08/02/91 ............. Miami, FL
102–0120990–4 ..... 10/18/91 ............. Miami, FL
102–0120668–6 ..... 09/03/91 ............. Miami, FL
102–0517007–8 ..... 11/20/91 ............. Miami, FL
102–0122145–3 ..... 03/05/91 ............. Miami, FL
102–0121173–6 ..... ......................... Miami, FL
102–0121559–6 ..... ......................... Miami, FL
E85–0002636–2 ..... ......................... Miami, FL

SEC. 1402. COLOR TELEVISION RECEIVER EN-
TRIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sections
514 and 520 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1514 and 1520), or any other provision of law,
the United States Customs Service shall, not
later than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, liquidate or reliquidate those
entries listed in subsection (c) in accordance
with the final results of the administrative re-
views, covering the periods from April 1, 1989,
through March 31, 1990, and from April 1, 1990,
through March 31, 1991, undertaken by the
International Trade Administration of the De-
partment of Commerce for such entries (case
number A–583–009).

(b) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a), with interest provided for
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by law on the liquidation or reliquidation of en-
tries, shall be paid by the Customs Service with-
in 90 days after such liquidation or reliquida-
tion.

(c) ENTRY LIST.—The entries referred to in
subsection (a) are the following:
Entry number Date of entry

509–0210046–5 ................. August 18, 1989
815–0908228–5 ................. June 25, 1989
707–0836829–8 ................. April 4, 1990
707–0836940–3 ................. April 12, 1990
707–0837161–5 ................. April 25,1990
707–0837231–6 ................. May 3, 1990
707–0837497–3 ................. May 17, 1990
707–0837498–1 ................. May 24, 1990
707–0837612–7 ................. May 31, 1990
707–0837817–2 ................. June 13, 1990
707–0837949–3 ................. June 19, 1990
707–0838712–4 ................. August 7, 1990
707–0839000–3 ................. August 29, 1990
707–0839234–8 ................. September 15, 1990
707–0839284–3 ................. September 12, 1990
707–0839595–2 ................. October 2, 1990
707–0840048–9 ................. November 1, 1990
707–0840049–7 ................. November 1, 1990
707–0840176–8 ................. November 8, 1990

SEC. 1403. COPPER AND BRASS SHEET AND STRIP.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sections

514 and 520 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1514 and 1520), or any other provision of law,
the United States Customs Service shall, not
later than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, liquidate or reliquidate those
entries listed in subsection (c).

(b) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a), with interest accrued from
the date of entry, shall be paid by the Customs
Service within 90 days after such liquidation or
reliquidation.

(c) ENTRY LIST.—The entries referred to in
subsection (a) are the following:

Entry number Date of entry Date of liq-
uidation

110–1197671–6 ...... 10/18/86 .............. 7/6/92
110–1198090–8 ...... 12/19/86 .............. 1/23/87
110–1271919–8 ...... 11/12/86 .............. 11/6/87
110–1272332–3 ...... 11/26/86 .............. 11/20/87
110–1955373–1 ...... 12/17/86 .............. 7/26/96
110–1271914–9 ...... 11/12/86 .............. 11/6/87
110–1279006–6 ...... 09/09/87 .............. 8/26/88
110–1279699–8 ...... 10/06/87 .............. 11/6/87
110–1280399–2 ...... 11/03/87 .............. 12/11/87
110–1280557–5 ...... 11/11/87 .............. 12/28/87
110–1280780–3 ...... 11/24/87 .............. 01/29/88
110–1281399–1 ...... 12/16/87 .............. 2/12/88
110–1282632–4 ...... 02/17/88 .............. 3/18/88
110–1286027–3 ...... 02/26/88 .............. 2/17/89
110–1286056–2 ...... 02/23/88 .............. 2/12/89
719–0736650–5 ...... 07/27/87 .............. 3/13/92
110–1285877–2 ...... 09/08/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1285885–5 ...... 09/08/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1285959–8 ...... 09/13/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286057–0 ...... 03/01/88 .............. 04/01/88
110–1286061–2 ...... 03/02/88 .............. 02/24/89
110–1286120–6 ...... 03/13/88 .............. 03/03/89
110–1286122–2 ...... 03/13/88 .............. 03/03/89
110–1286123–0 ...... 03/13/88 .............. 03/03/89
110–1286124–8 ...... 03/13/88 .............. 03/03/89
110–1286133–9 ...... 03/20/88 .............. 04/15/88
110–1286134–7 ...... 03/20/88 .............. 04/15/88
110–1286151–1 ...... 03/15/88 .............. 09/15/89
110–1286194–1 ...... 03/22/88 .............. 08/24/90
110–1286262–6 ...... 04/04/88 .............. 06/09/89
110–1286264–2 ...... 03/30/88 .............. 06/09/89
110–1286293–1 ...... 04/09/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286294–9 ...... 04/09/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286330–1 ...... 04/13/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286332–7 ...... 04/13/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286376–4 ...... 04/20/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286398–8 ...... 04/29/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286399–6 ...... 04/29/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286418–4 ...... 05/06/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286419–2 ...... 05/06/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286465–5 ...... 05/13/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286467–1 ...... 05/13/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286488–7 ...... 05/20/88 .............. 07/01/88
110–1286489–5 ...... 05/20/88 .............. 07/01/88
110–1286490–3 ...... 05/20/88 .............. 07/01/88
110–1286567–8 ...... 05/27/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286578–5 ...... 06/03/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286579–3 ...... 06/03/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286638–7 ...... 06/10/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286683–3 ...... 06/17/88 .............. 06/02/89

Entry number Date of entry Date of liq-
uidation

110–1286685–8 ...... 06/17/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286703–9 ...... 06/24/88 .............. 07/29/88
110–1286725–2 ...... 06/24/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286740–1 ...... 07/01/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286824–3 ...... 07/08/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286863–1 ...... 07/20/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286910–0 ...... 07/24/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286913–4 ...... 07/29/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1286942–3 ...... 07/26/88 .............. 09/09/88
110–1286990–2 ...... 08/02/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287007–4 ...... 08/05/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287058–7 ...... 08/09/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287195–7 ...... 09/22/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287376–3 ...... 09/29/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287377–1 ...... 09/29/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287378–9 ...... 09/29/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287573–5 ...... 10/06/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287581–8 ...... 10/06/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287756–6 ...... 10/11/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1287762–4 ...... 10/11/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287780–6 ...... 10/14/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287783–0 ...... 10/14/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1287906–7 ...... 10/18/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1288061–0 ...... 10/25/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1288086–7 ...... 10/27/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1288229–3 ...... 11/03/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1288370–5 ...... 11/08/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1288408–3 ...... 11/10/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1288688–0 ...... 11/24/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1288692–2 ...... 11/24/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1288847–2 ...... 11/29/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1289041–1 ...... 12/07/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1289248–2 ...... 12/22/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1289250–8 ...... 12/21/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1289260–7 ...... 12/22/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1289376–1 ...... 12/29/88 .............. 06/02/89
110–1289588–1 ...... 01/15/89 .............. 06/02/89
110–0935207–8 ...... 01/05/90 .............. 03/13/92
110–1294738–5 ...... 10/31/89 .............. 03/20/90
110–1204990–1 ...... 06/08/89 .............. 09/29/89
11036694146 ......... 01/17/91 .............. 12/18/92
11036706841 ......... 03/06/91 .............. 2/19/93
11036725270 ......... 05/24/91 .............. 2/19/93
110–1231352–1 ...... 07/24/88 .............. 08/26/88
110–1231359–6 ...... 07/31/88 .............. 09/09/88
110–1286029–9 ...... 02/25/88 .............. 03/25/88
110–1286078–6 ...... 03/04/88 .............. 04/08/88
110–1286079–4 ...... 03/04/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1286107–3 ...... 03/10/88 .............. 04/08/88
110–1286153–7 ...... 03/11/88 .............. 04/15/88
110–1286154–5 ...... 03/17/88 .............. 04/22/88
110–1286155–2 ...... 03/31/88 .............. 04/22/88
110–1286203–0 ...... 03/24/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1286218–8 ...... 03/18/88 .............. 04/22/88
110–1286241–0 ...... 03/31/88 .............. 03/24/89
110–1286272–5 ...... 03/31/88 .............. 08/03/90
110–1286278–2 ...... 04/04/88 .............. 08/03/90
110–1286362–4 ...... 04/21/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1286447–3 ...... 05/06/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1286448–1 ...... 05/06/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1286472–1 ...... 05/11/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1286664–3 ...... 06/16/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1286666–8 ...... 06/16/88 .............. 07/13/90
110–1286889–6 ...... 07/22/88 .............. 08/03/90
110–1286982–9 ...... 08/04/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1287022–3 ...... 08/11/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1804941–8 ...... 05/04/88 .............. 07/29/94
037–0022571–1 ...... 01/05/89 .............. 02/17/89
110–1135050–8 ...... 04/01/89 .............. 02/19/93
110–1135292–6 ...... 04/23/89 .............. 02/19/93
110–1135479–9 ...... 05/04/89 .............. 12/28/92
110–1136014–3 ...... 06/01/89 .............. 02/19/93
110–1136111–7 ...... 06/09/89 .............. 02/19/93
110–1136287–5 ...... 06/15/89 .............. 12/28/92
110–1136678–5 ...... 07/14/88 .............. 02/19/93
110–1136815–3 ...... 07/17/89 .............. 12/28/92
110–1137008–4 ...... 07/17/89 .............. 02/19/93
110–1137010–0 ...... 07/28/89 .............. 02/19/93
110–1231614–4 ...... 12/06/88 .............. 02/17/89
110–1231630–0 ...... 12/13/88 .............. 02/17/89
110–1231666–4 ...... 12/30/88 .............. 02/17/89
110–1231694–6 ...... 01/16/89 .............. 03/24/89
110–1231708–4 ...... 01/30/89 .............. 03/24/89
110–1231767–0 ...... 03/12/89 .............. 07/14/89
110–1232086–4 ...... 07/27/89 .............. 12/01/89
110–1287256–7 ...... 09/20/88 .............. 09/08/89
110–1287285–6 ...... 09/22/88 .............. 09/15/89
110–1287442–3 ...... 09/29/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1287491–0 ...... 09/27/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1287631–1 ...... 09/29/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1287693–1 ...... 10/06/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1288491–9 ...... 11/10/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1288492–7 ...... 11/10/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1288937–1 ...... 12/08/88 .............. 06/29/90
110–1710118–6 ...... 01/27/89 .............. 01/13/89
110–1137082–9 ...... 09/03/89 .............. 2/19/93
110–1138058–8 ...... 10/11/89 .............. 2/19/93

Entry number Date of entry Date of liq-
uidation

110–1138059–6 ...... 09/28/89 .............. 2/19/93
110–1138691–6 ...... 11/02/89 .............. 2/19/93
110–1138698–1 ...... 11/02/89 .............. 2/19/93
110–1139217–9 ...... 12/09/89 .............. 2/19/93
110–1139218–7 ...... 12/09/89 .............. 12/21/89
110–1139219–5 ...... 12/02/89 .............. 2/19/93
110–1139481–1 ...... 01/05/90 .............. 2/19/93
110–1140423–0 ...... 02/17/90 .............. 2/19/93
110–1140641–7 ...... 03/08/90 .............. 2/19/93
110–1141086–4 ...... 04/01/90 .............. 2/19/93
110–1142313–1 ...... 06/06/90 .............. 2/19/93
110–1142728–0 ...... 06/30/90 .............. 2/19/93
110–1232095–5 ...... 08/06/89 .............. 12/01/89
110–1232136–7 ...... 09/02/89 .............. 12/29/89
110–1293737–8 ...... 08/29/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1293738–6 ...... 08/31/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1293859–0 ...... 09/07/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1293861–6 ...... 09/06/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1294009–1 ...... 09/14/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1294111–5 ...... 09/19/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1294328–5 ...... 10/05/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1294685–8 ...... 10/24/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1294686–6 ...... 10/24/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1294798–9 ...... 10/31/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1295026–4 ...... 11/09/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1295087–6 ...... 11/14/89 .............. 3/16/90
110–1295088–4 ...... 11/16/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1295089–2 ...... 11/16/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1295245–0 ...... 11/21/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1295493–6 ...... 12/05/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1295497–7 ...... 12/05/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1295898–6 ...... 12/28/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1295903–4 ...... 12/28/89 .............. 8/21/92
110–1296025–5 ...... 01/04/90 .............. 8/21/92
110–1296161–8 ...... 01/11/90 .............. 8/21/92
11011443535 ......... 09/25/90 .............. 12/18/92
11011448211 ......... 10/25/90 .............. 12/18/92
11001688032 ......... 04/12/88 .............. 06/03/88
11001691390 ......... 06/01/88 .............. 06/02/88
11009971950 ......... 03/07/88 .............. 03/03/89
11009972545 ......... 04/06/88 .............. 04/21/89
11012860745 ......... 03/04/88 .............. 04/08/88
11012861024 ......... 03/08/88 .............. 04/08/88
11012862071 ......... 03/24/88 .............. 04/29/88
11012862139 ......... 03/22/88 .............. 04/22/88
11012869316 ......... 07/28/88 .............. 06/29/90
11018048717 ......... 04/25/88 .............. 05/31/88
11018051323 ......... 06/08/88 .............. 07/08/88
11018054467 ......... 07/27/88 .............. 07/27/88
11018055324 ......... 08/10/88 .............. 08/20/88
11009976470 ......... 08/29/88 .............. 09/01/89
11017086056 ......... 10/26/88 .............. 12/02/88
11018057726 ......... 09/14/88 .............. 11/04/88
11018061991 ......... 11/09/88 .............. 12/30/88
11011366611 ......... 07/13/89 .............. 03/05/93
11012044811 ......... 03/18/89 .............. 04/23/93
11012053952 ......... 07/27/89 .............. 06/12/92
11012906159 ......... 03/09/89 .............. 06/29/90
11012908841 ......... 03/21/89 .............. 06/29/90
11012910227 ......... 03/28/89 .............. 06/29/90
11012911407 ......... 04/06/89 .............. 07/21/89
11012911415 ......... 04/06/89 .............. 06/29/90
11012911423 ......... 04/06/89 .............. 06/29/90
11012916240 ......... 05/04/89 .............. 06/29/90
11012922586 ......... 06/06/89 .............. 06/29/90
11012923964 ......... 06/15/89 .............. 06/29/90
11012928534 ......... 07/11/89 .............. 06/29/90
11012929771 ......... 07/19/89 .............. 06/29/90
11010060926 ......... 12/05/89 .............. 12/14/90
11012137037 ......... 10/02/90 .............. 06/12/92
11012941107 ......... 09/19/89 .............. 08/21/92
11012942238 ......... 09/28/89 .............. 08/21/92
11012943319 ......... 10/05/89 .............. 08/21/92
11012944374 ......... 10/13/89 .............. 03/02/90
11012944390 ......... 10/12/89 .............. 08/21/92
11012944408 ......... 10/13/89 .............. 08/21/92
11012946932 ......... 10/26/89 .............. 08/21/92
11012950918 ......... 11/17/89 .............. 11/09/90
11012952351 ......... 11/21/89 .............. 08/21/92
11012953821 ......... 11/29/89 .............. 08/21/92
11012954621 ......... 12/07/89 .............. 08/21/92
11012954803 ......... 12/07/89 .............. 08/21/92
11010103270 ......... 01/23/90 .............. 05/11/90
11011425391 ......... 06/16/90 .............. 02/19/93
11015255588 ......... 07/03/90 .............. 11/02/90
11018670254 ......... 01/11/90 .............. 01/22/90
11018671211 ......... 01/11/90 .............. 01/30/90
11018113123 ......... 06/06/90 ..............
11010113105 ......... 09/06/90 .............. 01/04/91
11018133634 ......... 12/05/90 ..............

SEC. 1404. ANTIFRICTION BEARINGS.
(a) LIQUIDATION OR RELIQUIDATION OF EN-

TRIES.—Notwithstanding sections 514 and 520 of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514 and 1520)
or any other provision of law, the United States
Customs Service shall, not later than 90 days
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after the date of the enactment of this Act, liq-
uidate or reliquidate those entries made at var-
ious ports, which are listed in subsection (c), in
accordance with the final results of the adminis-
trative reviews, covering the periods from No-
vember 9, 1988, through April 30, 1990, from May
1, 1990, through April 30, 1991, and from May 1,
1991, through April 30, 1992, conducted by the
International Trade Administration of the De-
partment of Commerce for such entries (Case No.
A–427–801).

(b) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a) shall be paid by the Cus-
toms Service within 90 days after such liquida-
tion or reliquidation.

(c) ENTRY LIST.—The entries referred to in
subsection (a) are the following:
Entry Number Entry Date

(1001)016–0112010–6 ........ May 26, 1989
(4601)016–0112028–8 ........ June 28, 1989
(4601)016–0112126–0 ........ December 5, 1989
(4601)016–0112132–8 ........ December 18, 1989
(4601)016–0112164–1 ........ February 5, 1990
(4601)016–0112229–2 ........ April 12, 1990
(4601)016–0112211–0 ........ March 21, 1990.

SEC. 1405. OTHER ANTIFRICTION BEARINGS.
(a) LIQUIDATION OR RELIQUIDATION OF EN-

TRIES.—Notwithstanding sections 514 and 520 of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514 and 1520)
or any other provision of law, the United States
Customs Service shall, not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act, liq-
uidate or reliquidate those entries made at var-
ious ports, which are listed in subsection (c), in
accordance with the final results of the adminis-
trative reviews, covering the periods from No-
vember 9, 1988, through April 30, 1990, from May
1, 1990, through April 30, 1991, and from May 1,
1991, through April 30, 1992, conducted by the
International Trade Administration of the De-
partment of Commerce for such entries (Case No.
A–427–801).

(b) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a) shall be paid by the Cus-
toms Service within 90 days after such liquida-
tion or reliquidation.

(c) ENTRY LIST.—The entries referred to in
subsection (a) are the following:
Entry Number Entry Date

(4601)016–0112223–5 ........ April 4, 1990
(4601)710–0225218–8 ........ August 24, 1990
(4601)710–0225239–4 ........ September 5, 1990
(4601)710–0226079–3 ........ May 21, 1991
(1704)J50–0016544–7 ........ January 31, 1991
(4601)016–0112237–5 ........ April 19, 1990
(4601)710–0226033–0 ........ May 7, 1991
(4601)710–0226078–5 ........ May 15, 1991
(4601)710–0225181–8 ........ August 24, 1990
(4601)710–0225381–4 ........ October 3, 1990.

SEC. 1406. PRINTING CARTRIDGES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514

of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law and subject to the provi-
sions of subsection (b), the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 180 days after
the receipt of the request described in subsection
(b), liquidate or reliquidate each entry described
in subsection (d) containing any merchandise
which, at the time of the original liquidation,
was classified under subheading 8517.90.08 of
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States (relating to parts of facsimile machines)
at the rate of duty that would have been appli-
cable to such merchandise if the merchandise
had been liquidated or reliquidated under sub-
heading 8473.30.50 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (relating to parts
and accessories of machines classified under
heading 8471 of such Schedule).

(b) REQUESTS.—Reliquidation may be made
under subsection (a) with respect to an entry
described in subsection (d) only if a request
therefor is filed with the Customs Service within
90 days after the date of enactment of this Act
and the request contains sufficient information

to enable the Customs Service to locate the entry
or reconstruct the entry if it cannot be located.

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a) shall be paid not later than
180 days after the date of such liquidation or re-
liquidation.

(d) AFFECTED ENTRIES.—The entries referred
to in subsection (a), filed at the port of Los An-
geles, are as follows:

Date of entry Entry number Date of liq-
uidation

01/29/97 ............... 112–9640193–6 ...... 05/23/97
01/30/97 ............... 112–9640390–8 ...... 05/16/97
02/01/97 ............... 112–9640130–8 ...... 05/16/97
02/21/97 ............... 112–9642191–8 ...... 06/06/97
02/18/97 ............... 112–9642236–1 ...... 06/06/97
02/24/97 ............... 112–9642831–9 ...... 06/06/97
02/28/97 ............... 112–9643311–1 ...... 06/13/97
03/07/97 ............... 112–9644155–1 ...... 06/20/97
03/14/97 ............... 112–9645020–6 ...... 06/27/97
03/18/97 ............... 112–9645367–1 ...... 07/07/97
03/20/97 ............... 112–9646067–6 ...... 07/11/97
03/20/97 ............... 112–9646027–0 ...... 07/11/97
03/24/97 ............... 112–9646463–7 ...... 07/11/97
03/26/97 ............... 112–9646461–1 ...... 07/11/97
03/24/97 ............... 112–9646390–2 ...... 07/11/97
03/31/97 ............... 112–9647021–2 ...... 07/18/97
04/04/97 ............... 112–9647329–9 ...... 07/18/97
04/07/97 ............... 112–9647935–3 ...... 02/20/98
04/11/97 ............... 112–9300307–3 ...... 02/20/98
04/11/97 ............... 112–9300157–2 ...... 02/20/98
04/24/97 ............... 112–9301788–3 ...... 03/06/98
04/25/97 ............... 112–9302061–4 ...... 03/06/98
04/28/97 ............... 112–9302268–5 ...... 03/13/98
04/25/97 ............... 112–9302328–7 ...... 03/13/98
04/25/97 ............... 112–9302453–3 ...... 03/13/98
04/25/97 ............... 112–9302438–4 ...... 03/13/98
04/25/97 ............... 112–9302388–1 ...... 03/13/98
05/30/97 ............... 112–9306611–2 ...... 10/31/97
05/02/97 ............... 112–9302488–9 ...... 03/13/98
05/09/97 ............... 112–9303720–4 ...... 03/20/98
05/06/97 ............... 112–9303761–8 ...... 03/20/98
05/14/97 ............... 112–9304827–6 ...... 03/27/98
05/16/97 ............... 112–9304932–4 ...... 03/27/98
01/02/97 ............... 112–9636637–8 ...... 04/18/97
01/10/97 ............... 112–9637688–0 ...... 04/25/97
01/06/97 ............... 112–9637316–8 ...... 04/18/97
01/31/97 ............... 112–9640064–9 ...... 05/16/97
01/28/97 ............... 112–9639734–0 ...... 05/09/97
01/25/97 ............... 112–9639410–7 ...... 05/09/97
01/24/97 ............... 112–9639109–5 ...... 05/09/97
04/04/97 ............... 112–9647321–6 ...... 07/18/97

SEC. 1407. LIQUIDATION OR RELIQUIDATION OF
CERTAIN ENTRIES OF N,N-
DICYCLOHEXYL-2-
BENZOTHIAZOLESULFENAMIDE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514), or any
other provision of law, the Customs Service
shall—

(1) not later than 90 days after receiving a re-
quest described in subsection (b), liquidate or re-
liquidate as free from duty the entries listed in
subsection (c); and

(2) within 90 days after such liquidation or re-
liquidation, refund any duties paid with respect
to such entries, including interest from the date
of entry.

(b) REQUESTS.—Reliquidation may be made
under subsection (a) with respect to an entry
described in subsection (c) only if a request
therefore is filed with the Customs Service with-
in 90 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

(c) ENTRIES.—The entries referred to in sub-
section (a) are as follows:
Entry Number Entry Date

0359145–4 ....................... November 26, 1996
0359144–7 ....................... November 26, 1996
0358011–9 ....................... October 30, 1996
0358010–1 ....................... October 30, 1996
0357091–2 ....................... October 8, 1996
0356909–6 ....................... October 1, 1996
0356480–8 ....................... September 27, 1996
0356482–4 ....................... September 24, 1996
0354733–2 ....................... August 7, 1996
0355663–0 ....................... August 27, 1996
0355278–7 ....................... August 20, 1996
0353571–7 ....................... July 3, 1996
0354382–8 ....................... July 23, 1996
0354204–4 ....................... July 18, 1996

Entry Number Entry Date
0353162–5 ....................... June 25, 1996
0351633–7 ....................... May 14, 1996
0351558–6 ....................... May 7, 1996
0351267–4 ....................... April 27, 1996
0350615–5 ....................... April 12, 1996
0349995–5 ....................... March 25, 1996
0349485–7 ....................... March 11, 1996
0349243–0 ....................... February 27, 1996
0348597–6 ....................... February 17, 1996
0347203–6 ....................... January 2, 1996
0347759–7 ....................... January 17, 1996
0346113–8 ....................... December 12, 1995
0346119–5 ....................... November 29, 1995
0345065–1 ....................... October 31, 1995
0345066–9 ....................... October 31, 1995
0343859–9 ....................... October 3, 1995
0343860–7 ....................... October 3, 1995
0342557–0 ....................... August 30, 1995
0342558–8 ....................... August 30, 1995
0341557–1 ....................... July 31, 1995
0341558–9 ....................... July 31, 1995
0340382–5 ....................... July 6, 1995
0340838–6 ....................... June 28, 1995
0339139–2 ....................... June 7, 1995
0339144–2 ....................... May 31, 1995
0337866–2 ....................... April 26, 1995
0337667–4 ....................... April 26, 1995
0347103–8 ....................... April 12, 1995
0336953–9 ....................... March 29, 1995
0336954–7 ....................... March 29, 1995
0335799–7 ....................... March 1, 1995
0335800–3 ....................... March 1, 1995
0335445–7 ....................... February 14, 1995
0335020–8 ....................... February 9, 1995
0335019–0 ....................... February 1, 1995

SEC. 1408. CERTAIN ENTRIES OF TOMATO SAUCE
PREPARATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law and subject to the provi-
sions of subsection (b), the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 180 days after
the receipt of the request described in subsection
(b), liquidate or reliquidate each entry described
in subsection (d) containing any merchandise
which, at the time of the original liquidation,
was classified under subheading 2002.10.00 of
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States (relating to tomatoes, prepared or pre-
served) at the rate of duty that would have been
applicable to such merchandise if the merchan-
dise had been liquidated or reliquidated under
subheading 2103.90.60 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (relating to to-
mato sauce preparation) on the date of entry.

(b) REQUESTS.—Reliquidation may be made
under subsection (a) with respect to an entry
described in subsection (d) only if a request
therefor is filed with the Customs Service within
90 days after the date of the enactment of this
Act and the request contains sufficient informa-
tion to enable the Customs Service to locate the
entry or reconstruct the entry if it cannot be lo-
cated and to confirm that the entry consists of
tomato sauce preparations properly classifiable
under subheading 2103.90.60 of the Harmonized
Tariff Schedule of the United States.

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a) shall be paid not later than
180 days after the date of such liquidation or re-
liquidation.

(d) AFFECTED ENTRIES.—The entries referred
to in subsection (a) are as follows:
Entry Number Entry Date

599–1501057–9 ................. 10/26/89
614–2717371–3 ................. 10/28/89
614–2717788–8 ................. 11/16/89
614–2717875–3 ................. 11/17/89
614–2723776–5 ................. 10/31/90
614–2725016–4 ................. 01/14/91
614–2725155–0 ................. 01/28/91
614–2725267–3 ................. 02/04/91
614–2725531–2 ................. 02/26/91
614–2725662–5 ................. 03/06/91
614–2725767–2 ................. 03/20/91
614–2725944–7 ................. 03/27/91
614–2726273–0 ................. 04/23/91
614–2726465–2 ................. 05/06/91
614–2726863–8 ................. 06/05/91
614–2727011–3 ................. 06/13/91
614–2727277–0 ................. 07/03/91
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Entry Number Entry Date

614–2727724–1 ................. 07/30/91
112–4021152–1 ................. 11/13/91
112–4021203–2 ................. 11/13/91
112–4021204–0 ................. 11/13/91
614–0081685–8 ................. 12/19/91
614–0081763–3 ................. 12/30/91
614–0082193–2 ................. 01/23/92
614–0082201–3 ................. 01/23/92
614–0082553–7 ................. 02/12/92
614–0082572–7 ................. 02/18/92
614–0082785–5 ................. 02/25/92
614–0082831–7 ................. 03/02/92
614–0083084–2 ................. 03/10/92
614–0083228–5 ................. 03/18/92
614–0083267–3 ................. 03/19/92
614–0083270–7 ................. 03/19/92
614–0083284–8 ................. 03/19/92
614–0083370–5 ................. 03/24/92
614–0083371–3 ................. 03/24/92
614–0083372–1 ................. 03/24/92
614–0083395–2 ................. 03/24/92
614–0083422–4 ................. 03/26/92
614–0083426–5 ................. 03/26/92
614–0083444–8 ................. 03/26/92
614–0083468–7 ................. 03/26/92
614–0083517–1 ................. 03/30/92
614–0083518–9 ................. 03/30/92
614–0083519–7 ................. 03/30/92
614–0083574–2 ................. 04/02/92
614–0083626–0 ................. 04/07/92
614–0083641–9 ................. 04/08/92
614–0083655–9 ................. 04/08/92
614–0083782–1 ................. 04/13/92
614–0083812–6 ................. 04/14/92
614–0083862–1 ................. 04/20/92
614–0083880–3 ................. 04/20/92
614–0083940–5 ................. 04/22/92
614–0083967–8 ................. 04/22/92
614–0084008–0 ................. 04/28/92
614–0084052–8 ................. 04/28/92
614–0084076–7 ................. 04/29/92
614–0084128–6 ................. 04/30/92
614–0084127–8 ................. 05/04/92
614–0084163–3 ................. 05/05/92
614–0084181–5 ................. 05/06/92
614–0084182–3 ................. 05/06/92
614–0084498–3 ................. 05/19/92
614–0084620–2 ................. 05/26/92
614–0084724–2 ................. 06/02/92
614–0084725–9 ................. 06/02/92
614–0084981–8 ................. 06/14/92
614–0084982–6 ................. 06/14/92
614–0084983–4 ................. 06/14/92
614–0086456–9 ................. 08/11/92
614–0086707–5 ................. 08/21/92
614–0086807–3 ................. 08/28/92
614–0086808–1 ................. 08/28/92
614–0088148–0 ................. 11/05/92
614–0088687–7 ................. 11/24/92
614–0091241–8 ................. 03/30/93
614–0091756–5 ................. 04/22/93
614–0091803–5 ................. 04/26/93
614–0096840–2 ................. 12/06/93
614–0095883–3 ................. 10/22/93
614–0095940–1 ................. 10/21/93
614–0096051–6 ................. 10/22/93
614–0096058–1 ................. 10/22/93
614–0096063–1 ................. 10/25/93
614–0096069–8 ................. 10/25/93
614–0100624–4 ................. 04/28/94
614–0100701–0 ................. 05/02/94
614–0099508–2 ................. 06/07/94
614–0002824–9 ................. 02/09/95
788–1003306–4 ................. 07/14/89

SEC. 1409. CERTAIN TOMATO SAUCE PREPARA-
TION ENTERED IN 1990 THROUGH
1992.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law and subject to the provi-
sions of subsection (b), the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 180 days after
the receipt of the request described in subsection
(b), liquidate or reliquidate each entry described
in subsection (d) containing any merchandise
which, at the time of the original liquidation,
was classified under subheading 2002.10.00 of
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States (relating to tomatoes, prepared or pre-
served) at the rate of duty that would have been
applicable to such merchandise if the merchan-
dise had been liquidated or reliquidated under
subheading 2103.90.60 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (relating to to-
mato sauce preparation) on the date of entry.

(b) REQUESTS.—Reliquidation may be made
under subsection (a) with respect to an entry

described in subsection (d) only if a request
therefor is filed with the Customs Service within
90 days after the date of the enactment of this
Act and the request contains sufficient informa-
tion to enable the Customs Service to locate the
entry or reconstruct the entry if it cannot be lo-
cated and to confirm that the entry consists of
tomato sauce preparations properly classifiable
under subheading 2103.90.60 of the Harmonized
Tariff Schedule of the United States.

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a) shall be paid not later than
180 days after the date of such liquidation or re-
liquidation.

(d) AFFECTED ENTRIES.—The entries referred
to in subsection (a) are as follows:
Entry Number Entry Date

521–0010813–4 ................. 11/28/90
521–0011263–1 ................. 3/15/91
551–2047066–5 ................. 3/18/92
551–2047231–5 ................. 3/19/92
551–2047441–0 ................. 3/20/92
551–2053210–0 ................. 4/28/92
819–0565392–9 ................. 12/12/92

SEC. 1410. CERTAIN TOMATO SAUCE PREPARA-
TION ENTERED IN 1989 THROUGH
1995.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law and subject to the provi-
sions of subsection (b), the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 180 days after
the receipt of the request described in subsection
(b), liquidate or reliquidate each entry described
in subsection (d) containing any merchandise
which, at the time of the original liquidation,
was classified under subheading 2002.10.00 of
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States (relating to tomatoes, prepared or pre-
served) at the rate of duty that would have been
applicable to such merchandise if the merchan-
dise had been liquidated or reliquidated under
subheading 2103.90.60 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (relating to to-
mato sauce preparation) on the date of entry.

(b) REQUESTS.—Reliquidation may be made
under subsection (a) with respect to an entry
described in subsection (d) only if a request
therefor is filed with the Customs Service within
90 days after the date of the enactment of this
Act and the request contains sufficient informa-
tion to enable the Customs Service to locate the
entry or reconstruct the entry if it cannot be lo-
cated and to confirm that the entry consists of
tomato sauce preparations properly classifiable
under subheading 2103.90.60 of the Harmonized
Tariff Schedule of the United States.

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a) shall be paid not later than
180 days after the date of such liquidation or re-
liquidation.

(d) AFFECTED ENTRIES.—The entries referred
to in subsection (a) are as follows:
Entry Number Entry Date

614–2716855–6 ................. 10–11–89
614–2717619–5 ................. 11–11–89
614–2717846–4 ................. 11–25–89
614–2722580–2 ................. 09–01–90
614–2723739–3 ................. 11–03–90
614–2722163–7 ................. 08–04–90
614–2723558–7 ................. 10–25–90
614–2723104–0 ................. 09–29–90
614–2720674–5 ................. 05–10–90
614–2721638–9 ................. 07–07–90
614–2718704–4 ................. 01–06–90
614–2718411–6 ................. 12–16–89
614–2719146–7 ................. 02–03–90
614–2719562–5 ................. 03–03–90
614–2726258–1 ................. 04–26–91
614–2726290–4 ................. 05–03–91
614–2725646–8 ................. 03–21–91
614–2725926–4 ................. 04–06–91
614–2725443–0 ................. 02–23–91
614–0081157–8 ................. 12–02–91
614–0081303–8 ................. 12–03–91
614–2725276–4 ................. 02–09–91
614–2728765–3 ................. 10–05–91

Entry Number Entry Date
614–2729005–3 ................. 10–19–91
614–2728060–9 ................. 08–24–91
614–2727885–0 ................. 08–10–91
614–2726744–0 ................. 06–01–91
614–2726987–5 ................. 06–15–91
614–2725094–1 ................. 01–26–91
614–2724766–4 ................. 01–07–91
614–2724768–1 ................. 12–30–90
614–0084694–7 ................. 05–30–92
614–0085303–4 ................. 06–30–92
614–0081812–8 ................. 01–07–92
614–0082595–8 ................. 02–23–92
614–0083467–9 ................. 03–31–92
614–0083466–1 ................. 03–31–92
614–0083680–7 ................. 04–18–92
614–0084025–4 ................. 05–02–92
614–0092533–7 ................. 05–14–93
614–0093248–1 ................. 06–25–93
614–0095915–3 ................. 10–26–93
614–0095752–0 ................. 10–13–93
614–0095753–8 ................. 10–13–93
614–0095275–2 ................. 09–24–93
614–0095445–1 ................. 10–07–93
614–0095421–2 ................. 10–08–93
614–0095814–8 ................. 10–22–93
614–0095813–0 ................. 10–22–93
614–0095811–4 ................. 10–22–93
614–0095914–6 ................. 10–26–93
614–0102424–7 ................. 06–23–94
614–0096922–8 ................. 12–07–93
614–0001090–8 ................. 10–20–94
614–0006610–8 ................. 06–23–95
614–0004345–3 ................. 03–29–95
614–0005582–0 ................. 04–28–95

SEC. 1411. CERTAIN TOMATO SAUCE PREPARA-
TION ENTERED IN 1989 AND 1990.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law and subject to the provi-
sions of subsection (b), the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 180 days after
the receipt of the request described in subsection
(b), liquidate or reliquidate each entry described
in subsection (d) containing any merchandise
which, at the time of the original liquidation,
was classified under subheading 2002.10.00 of
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States (relating to tomatoes, prepared or pre-
served) at the rate of duty that would have been
applicable to such merchandise if the merchan-
dise had been liquidated or reliquidated under
subheading 2103.90.60 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (relating to to-
mato sauce preparation) on the date of entry.

(b) REQUESTS.—Reliquidation may be made
under subsection (a) with respect to an entry
described in subsection (d) only if a request
therefor is filed with the Customs Service within
90 days after the date of the enactment of this
Act and the request contains sufficient informa-
tion to enable the Customs Service to locate the
entry or reconstruct the entry if it cannot be lo-
cated and to confirm that the entry consists of
tomato sauce preparations properly classifiable
under subheading 2103.90.60 of the Harmonized
Tariff Schedule of the United States.

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a) shall be paid not later than
180 days after the date of such liquidation or re-
liquidation.

(d) AFFECTED ENTRIES.—The entries referred
to in subsection (a) are as follows:
Entry Number Entry Date

812–0507705–0 ................. 07/27/89
812–0507847–0 ................. 08/03/89
812–0507848–8 ................. 08/03/89
812–0509191–1 ................. 10/18/89
812–0509247–1 ................. 10/25/89
812–0509584–7 ................. 11/08/89
812–0510077–9 ................. 12/08/89
812–0510659–4 ................. 01/12/90

SEC. 1412. NEOPRENE SYNCHRONOUS TIMING
BELTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sections
514 and 520 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1514 and 1520), or any other provision of law,
the United States Customs Service shall, not
later than 90 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, liquidate or reliquidate the entry de-
scribed in subsection (c).
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(b) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any

amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of the entry
under subsection (a), with interest accrued from
the date of entry, shall be paid by the Customs
Service within 90 days after such liquidation or
reliquidation.

(c) ENTRY.—The entry referred to in sub-
section (a) is the following:

Entry number Date of entry Date of liq-
uidation

469–0015023–9 ........ 11/14/89 3/9/90

SEC. 1413. RELIQUIDATION OF DRAWBACK CLAIM
NUMBER R74–10343996.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law, the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, liquidate
or reliquidate the drawback claim as filed de-
scribed in subsection (b).

(b) DRAWBACK CLAIM.—The drawback claim
referred to in subsection (a) is the following:

Export Claim
Month

Drawback
Claim Number Filing Date

March 1994 ........... R74–1034399 6 07/03/96

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS DUE.—Any
amounts due pursuant to the liquidation or re-
liquidation of the claim described in subsection
(b) shall be paid not later than 90 days after the
date of such liquidation or reliquidation.
SEC. 1414. RELIQUIDATION OF CERTAIN DRAW-

BACK CLAIMS FILED IN 1996.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514

of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law, the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, liquidate
or reliquidate the drawback claims as filed de-
scribed in subsection (b).

(b) DRAWBACK CLAIMS.—The drawback claims
referred to in subsection (a) are the following:

Export Claim
Month

Drawback
Claim Number Filing Date

March 1993 ........... R74–1034035 6 07/03/96
April 1993 ............. R74–1034070 3 07/03/96

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS DUE.—Any
amounts due pursuant to the liquidation or re-
liquidation of the claims described in subsection
(b) shall be paid not later than 90 days after the
date of such liquidation or reliquidation.
SEC. 1415. RELIQUIDATION OF CERTAIN DRAW-

BACK CLAIMS RELATING TO EX-
PORTS OF MERCHANDISE FROM MAY
1993 TO JULY 1993.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law, the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, liquidate
or reliquidate the drawback claims as filed de-
scribed in subsection (b).

(b) DRAWBACK CLAIMS.—The drawback claims
referred to in subsection (a) are the following:

Export Claim
Month

Drawback
Claim Number Filing Date

May 1993 .............. R74–1034098 4 07/03/96
June 1993 .............. R74–1034126 3 07/03/96
July 1993 .............. R74–1034154 5 07/03/96

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS DUE.—Any
amounts due pursuant to the liquidation or re-
liquidation of the claims described in subsection
(b) shall be paid not later than 90 days after the
date of such liquidation or reliquidation.
SEC. 1416. RELIQUIDATION OF CERTAIN DRAW-

BACK CLAIMS RELATING TO EX-
PORTS CLAIMS FILED BETWEEN
APRIL 1994 AND JULY 1994.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law, the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 90 days after

the date of the enactment of this Act, liquidate
or reliquidate the drawback claims as filed de-
scribed in subsection (b).

(b) DRAWBACK CLAIMS.—The drawback claims
referred to in subsection (a) are the following:

Export Claim
Month

Drawback
Claim Number Filing Date

April 1994 ............. R74–1034427 5 07/03/96
May 1994 .............. R74–1034462 2 07/03/96
July 1994 .............. C04–0032112 8 07/03/96

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS DUE.—Any
amounts due pursuant to the liquidation or re-
liquidation of the claims described in subsection
(b) shall be paid not later than 90 days after the
date of such liquidation or reliquidation.
SEC. 1417. RELIQUIDATION OF CERTAIN DRAW-

BACK CLAIMS RELATING TO JUICES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514

of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law, the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, liquidate
or reliquidate the drawback claims as filed de-
scribed in subsection (b).

(b) DRAWBACK CLAIMS.—The drawback claims
referred to in subsection (a) are the following:

Export Claim
Month

Drawback
Claim Number Filing Date

August 1993 .......... R74–1034189 1 07/03/96
September 1993 ...... R74–1034217 0 07/03/96
December 1993 ....... R74–1034308 7 07/03/96
January 1994 ........ R74–1034336 8 07/03/96
February 1994 ....... R74–1034371 5 07/03/96

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS DUE.—Any
amounts due pursuant to the liquidation or re-
liquidation of the claims described in subsection
(b) shall be paid not later than 90 days after the
date of such liquidation or reliquidation.
SEC. 1418. RELIQUIDATION OF CERTAIN DRAW-

BACK CLAIMS FILED IN 1997.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514

of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law, the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, liquidate
or reliquidate the drawback claims as filed de-
scribed in subsection (b).

(b) DRAWBACK CLAIMS.—The drawback claims
referred to in subsection (a) are the following:

Drawback Claim Number Filing Date

WJU1111015–0 May 30, 1997
WJU1111030–9 August 6, 1997
WJU1111006–9 April 16, 1997
WJU1111005–2 February 26, 1997

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS DUE.—Any
amounts due pursuant to the liquidation or re-
liquidation of the claims described in subsection
(b) shall be paid not later than 90 days after the
date of such liquidation or reliquidation.
SEC. 1419. RELIQUIDATION OF DRAWBACK CLAIM

NUMBER WJU1111031–7.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514

of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law, the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, liquidate
or reliquidate the drawback claim as filed de-
scribed in subsection (b).

(b) DRAWBACK CLAIM.—The drawback claim
referred to in subsection (a) is the following:

Drawback Claim Number Filing Date

WJU1111031–7 October 16, 1997
(excluding Invoice #24051)

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS DUE.—Any
amounts due pursuant to the liquidation or re-
liquidation of the claim described in subsection
(b) shall be paid not later than 90 days after the
date of such liquidation or reliquidation.
SEC. 1420. LIQUIDATION OR RELIQUIDATION OF

CERTAIN ENTRIES OF ATHLETIC
SHOES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any

other provision of law, the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, liquidate
or reliquidate each drawback claim as filed de-
scribed in subsection (b).

(b) DRAWBACK CLAIMS.—The drawback claims
referred to in subsection (a) are the following
claims, filed between August 1, 1993 and June 1,
1998:

Drawback Claims
221–0590991–9
221–0890500–5 through 221–0890675–5
221–0890677–1 through 221–0891427–0
221–0891430–4 through 221–0891537–6
221–0891539–2 through 221–0891554–1
221–0891556–6 through 221–0891557–4
221–0891559–0
221–0891561–6 through 221–0891565–7
221–0891567–3 through 221–0891578–0
221–0891582–0
221–0891584–8 through 221–0891587–1
221–0891589–7
221–0891592–1 through 221–0891597–0
221–0891604–4 through 221–0891605–1
221–0891607–7 through 221–0891609–3

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS DUE.—Any
amounts due pursuant to the liquidation or re-
liquidation of the claims described in subsection
(b) shall be paid not later than 90 days after the
date of such liquidation or reliquidation.
SEC. 1421. RELIQUIDATION OF CERTAIN DRAW-

BACK CLAIMS RELATING TO JUICES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514

of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law, the United States Cus-
toms Service shall, not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, reliq-
uidate each entry described in subsection (b) by
applying the column 1 general rate of duty of
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States to each entry that is reliquidated, regard-
less of whether the entry was made under the
column 1 special rate of duty of such Schedule.

(b) AFFECTED ENTRIES.—The entries referred
to in subsection (a) are as follows:

Entry number Port of
Entry Date of Entry

T71-0000954-9 ................. 2809 10/16/96
T71-0000965-5 ................. 2809 11/05/96
T71-0000966-3 ................. 2809 11/05/96
T71-0000968-9 ................. 2809 11/25/96
T71-0000969-7 ................. 2809 12/23/96

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS DUE.—Any
amounts due pursuant to the reliquidation of an
entry described in subsection (b) shall be paid
not later than 90 days after the date of such re-
liquidation.
SEC. 1422. DRAWBACK OF FINISHED PETROLEUM

DERIVATIVES
(a) ADDITION OF CRUDE OIL, VINYL CHLORIDE,

TEREPHTHALIC ACID, TRIMELLITIC ANYDRIDE,
ISOPHTHALIC ACID, ACRYLONITRILE, LUBRI-
CATING OIL ADDITIVES, AND PREPARED ADDI-
TIVES FOR MINERAL OILS FOR SUBSTITUTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 313(p)(3)(A)(i)(I) of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1313(p)(3)(A)(i)(I)) is amended—

(A) by inserting ‘‘2709.00,’’ after ‘‘2708,’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘2902, and 2909.19.14’’ and in-

serting ‘‘and 2902, and subheadings 2903.21.00,
2909.19.14, 2917.36, 2917.39.04, 2917.39.15,
2926.10.00, 3811.21.00, and 3811.90.00’’.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by paragraph (1) shall take effect on the date of
the enactment of this Act, and shall apply to—

(A) any drawback claim filed on or after such
date of enactment; and

(B) any drawback entry filed before such date
of enactment if the liquidation of the entry is
not final on such date of enactment.

(b) DESIGNATION OF CERTAIN FINISHED PETRO-
LEUM DERIVATIVES AS COMMERCIALLY INTER-
CHANGEABLE.—Section 313(p)(3)(B) of the Tariff
Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1313(p)(3)(B)) is amended
by adding at the end the following: ‘‘If an arti-
cle is referred to under the same eight-digit clas-
sification of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of
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the United States as the qualified article on
January 1, 2000, then whether or not the article
has been reclassified under another eight-digit
classification after January 1, 2000, the article
shall be deemed to be an article that is referred
to under the same eight-digit classification of
such Schedule as the qualified article for pur-
poses of the preceding sentence.’’.
SEC. 1423. RELIQUIDATION OF CERTAIN ENTRIES

OF SELF-TAPPING SCREWS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514

of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law, upon proper request filed
with the United States Customs Service within
180 days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Customs Service—

(1) shall reliquidate each entry described in
subsection (c) containing any merchandise
which, at the time of original liquidation, had
been classified under subheading 7318.12 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States (relating to wood screws); and

(2) shall reliquidate such merchandise under
subheading 7318.14 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (relating to self-
tapping screws), depending upon their diameter,
at the rate of duty then applicable for such mer-
chandise.

(b) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the reliquidation of an entry under subsection
(a) shall be paid within 180 days after the date
on which the request is made.

(c) AFFECTED ENTRIES.—The entries referred
to in subsection (a), filed at the port of Philadel-
phia, are as follows:

Entry No. Date of entry Liquidation
Date

Av1–0893629–3 08–11–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893735–8 09–09–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893766–3 09–20–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893809–1 10–13–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893810–9 10–11–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893811–7 10–06–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893846–3 10–19–93 03–18–94
Av1–0893872–9 10–25–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893873–7 10-25–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893904–0 11–02–93 03–18–94
Av1–0893913–1 11–08–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893936–2 11–15–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893949–5 11–18–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893963–6 11–22–93 01–14–94
Av1–0893981–8 11–30–93 03–18–94
Av1–0894012–1 12–06–93 03–18–94
Av1–0894013–9 12–06–93 03–18–94
Av1–0894057–6 12–20–93 03–18–94
Av1–0894058–4 12–20–93 03–18–94
Av1–0894095–6 12–29–93 04–01–94
Av1–0894100–4 01–05–94 04–01–94
Av1–0894108–7 01–04–94 04–22–94
Av1–0894159–0 01–31–94 05–20–94
Av1–0894222–6 02–14–94 04–08–94
Av1–0894245–7 02–19–94 04–08–94
Av1–0894274–7 02–25–94 04–08–94
Av1–0894298–6 03–07–94 04–22–94
Av1–0894299–4 03–08–94 04–22–94
Av1–0894335–6 03–14–94 05–06–94
Av1–0894348–9 03–17–94 05–06–94
Av1–0894355–4 03–30–94 05–06–94
Av1–0894382–8 03–24–94 06–17–94
Av1–0894420–6 04–06–94 06–17–94
Av1–0894429–7 04–11–94 06–24–94
Av1–0894356–2 04–04–94 08–12–94
Av1–0894516–1 05–23–94 07–29–94
Av1–0894517–9 05–23–94 07–29–94
Av1–0894531–0 06–01–94 07–29–94
Av1–0894570–8 05–27–94 09–30–94
Av1–0894580–7 05–31–94 07–29–94
Av1–0894606–0 06–07–94 07–29–94
Av1–0894607–8 06–15–94 07–29–94
Av1–0894608–6 06–06–94 07–29–94
Av1–0894661–5 06–21–94 08–19–94
Av1–0894682–1 06–24–94 08–12–94
Av1–0894685–4 07–05–94 08–12–94
Av1–0894697–9 07–06–94 08–12–94
Av1–0894698–7 07–12–94 08–12–94
Av1–0894820–7 07–27–94 09–16–94
Av1–0894910–6 08–18–94 09–30–94

SEC. 1424. RELIQUIDATION OF CERTAIN ENTRIES
OF VACUUM CLEANERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any

other provision of law, upon proper request filed
with the United States Customs Service within
180 days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Customs Service—

(1) shall reliquidate each entry described in
subsection (c) containing any merchandise
which, at the time of original liquidation, had
been classified under subheading 8509.80.00 of
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States; and

(2) shall reliquidate such merchandise under
subheading 8509.10.00 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States at the duty-free
rate then applicable for such appliances.

(b) PAYMENTS OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
a request for the reliquidation of an entry under
subsection (a) shall be paid within 180 days
after the date on which the request is made.

(c) AFFECTED ENTRIES.—The entries referred
to in subsection (a), filed at the ports indicated,
are as follows:

Port of Entry Entry Num-
ber

Date of
Entry

Date of
Liquida-

tion

Baltimore, MD 004–7872032–9 1/11/99 11/19/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7849971–8 11/19/98 10/1/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7852693–2 11/25/98 10/8/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7852699–9 11/25/98 10/8/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7852722–9 11/25/98 10/8/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7861673–3 12/8/98 10/22/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7861692–3 12/8/98 10/22/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7861704–6 12/8/98 10/22/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7867000–3 12/17/98 11/5/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7867004–5 12/17/98 11/5/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7875266–0 1/3/99 11/19/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7870717–7 1/6/99 11/5/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7870733–4 1/6/99 11/5/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7877886–3 1/7/99 11/19/99
Los Angeles, CA 004–7875246–2 1/13/99 11/12/99
San Francisco,

CA 004–7850789–0 11/20/98 10/8/99
San Francisco,

CA 004–7864752–2 12/14/98 10/29/99
San Francisco,

CA 004–7869967–1 12/22/98 11/5/99
San Francisco,

CA 004–7872055–0 1/11/99 11/12/99
Seattle, WA 004–7847960–3 11/17/98 10/1/99
Seattle, WA 004–7850796–5 11/20/98 10/8/99
Seattle, WA 004–7856642–5 12/2/98 10/15/99
Seattle, WA 004–7861684–0 12/8/98 10/22/99
Seattle, WA 004–7861909–1 12/9/98 10/22/99
Seattle, WA 004–7866974–0 12/17/98 10/29/99
Seattle, WA 004–7870790–4 1/6/99 11/12/99
Seattle, WA 004–7877856–6 1/8/99 11/19/99
Seattle, WA 004–7875238–9 1/13/99 11/12/99
Tacoma, WA 004–7861076–9 12/8/98 10/22/99
Tacoma, WA 004–7869848–3 12/31/98 11/19/99
Tacoma, WA 004–7955061–8 5/7/99 7/2/99
Chicago, IL 004–7843214–9 11/10/98 11/25/98
Newark, NJ 004–7854863–9 11/30/98 10/15/99
Newark, NJ 004–7872138–4 1/11/99 11/19/99
New York City/

JFK 004–7866439–4 12/16/98 10/29/99
Miami, FL 004–7859052–4 12/4/98 10/15/99
Miami, FL 004–7872013–9 1/11/99 11/12/99

SEC. 1425. LIQUIDATION OR RELIQUIDATION OF
CERTAIN ENTRIES OF CONVEYOR
CHAINS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sections
514 and 520 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1514 and 1520), or any other provision of law,
the United States Customs Service shall, not
later than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, liquidate or reliquidate those
entries listed in subsection (c).

(b) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—Any
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a), with interest provided for
by law on the liquidation or reliquidation of en-
tries, shall be paid by the Customs Service with-
in 90 days after such liquidation or reliquida-
tion.

(c) ENTRY LIST.—The entries referred to in
subsection (a) are the following:
Entry number Date of entry

110–0790274–3 ................. April 2, 1996
110–0790467–3 ................. April 3, 1996
110–0790424–4 ................. April 8, 1996
110–0790537–3 ................. April 11, 1996

Entry number Date of entry
110–0790637–1 ................. April 11, 1996
110–0790754–4 ................. April 17, 1996
110–0790655–3 ................. April 23, 1996
110–0790690–0 ................. April 24, 1996
110–0790938–3 ................. April 29, 1996
110–0791044–9 ................. May 3, 1996
110–0790873–2 ................. May 3, 1996
110–0791060–5 ................. May 8, 1996
110–0791198–3 ................. May 15, 1996
110–0791255–1 ................. May 17, 1996
110–0791403–7 ................. May 31, 1996
110–0791555–4 ................. June 5, 1996
110–0791506–7 ................. June 5, 1996
110–0791665–1 ................. June 11, 1996
110–0791621–4 ................. June 12, 1996
110–0791766–7 ................. June 20, 1996
110–0791863–2 ................. June 24, 1996
110–0791832–7 ................. June 26, 1996
110–0792094–3 ................. July 6, 1996
110–0792098–4 ................. July 10, 1996
110–0792216–2 ................. July 15, 1996
110–0792287–3 ................. July 20, 1996
110–0792366–5 ................. August 1, 1996
110–0792570–2 ................. August 7, 1996
110–0792644–5 ................. August 14, 1996
110–0792790–6 ................. August 22, 1996
110–0792926–6 ................. August 27, 1996
110–0792935–7 ................. August 29, 1996
110–0793053–8 ................. September 5, 1996
110–0793054–6 ................. September 5, 1996
110–0793023–1 ................. September 10, 1996
110–0793092–6 ................. September 13, 1996
110–0793246–8 ................. September 16, 1996
110–0793440–7 ................. October 1, 1996
110–0793345–8 ................. October 1, 1996
110–0793499–3 ................. October 3, 1996
110–0793495–1 ................. October 3, 1996
110–0793596–6 ................. October 10, 1996
110–0793542–0 ................. October 14, 1996
110–0793656–8 ................. October 18, 1996
110–0793725–1 ................. October 23, 1996
110–0793775–6 ................. October 28, 1996
110–0793962–0 ................. October 30, 1996
110–0794019–8 ................. November 10, 1996
110–0794066–9 ................. November 11, 1996
110–0793839–0 ................. November 11, 1996
110–0794200–4 ................. November 14, 1996
110–0794242–6 ................. November 15, 1996
110–0794358–0 ................. November 26, 1996
110–0794408–3 ................. November 26, 1996
110–0794335–8 ................. November 27, 1996
110–0794459–6 ................. December 2, 1996
110–0794442–2 ................. December 4, 1996
110–0794610–4 ................. December 9, 1996
110–0794592–4 ................. December 11, 1996
110–0794704–5 ................. December 13, 1996
110–0794667–4 ................. December 19, 1996
110–0794893–6 ................. December 30, 1996
110–0794928–0 ................. December 30, 1996
110–0794965–2 ................. January 4, 1997
110–0795166–6 ................. January 10, 1997
110–0795237–5 ................. January 14, 1997
110–0795256–5 ................. January 15, 1997
110–0795478–5 ................. February 2, 1997
110–0795526–1 ................. February 3, 1997
110–0795484–3 ................. February 6, 1997
110–0795611–1 ................. February 7, 1997
110–0795563–4 ................. February 13, 1997
110–0795757–2 ................. February 17, 1997
110–0795735–8 ................. February 19, 1997
110–0795820–8 ................. February 19, 1997
110–0795968–5 ................. February 27, 1997
110–0795959–4 ................. February 27, 1997
110–0796083–2 ................. March 4, 1997
110–0796289–5 ................. March 17, 1997
110–0796115–2 ................. March 18, 1997
110–0796272–1 ................. March 19, 1997
110–0796375–2 ................. March 20, 1997
110–0796390–1 ................. March 26, 1997
110–0796480–0 ................. March 27, 1997
110–0790469–9 ................. April 3, 1996
110–0791663–6 ................. June 12, 1996
110–0792017–4 ................. July 1, 1996
110–0792106–5 ................. July 10, 1996
110–0792890–4 ................. August 22, 1996
110–0793215–3 ................. September 20, 1996
110–0793340–9 ................. September 23, 1996
110–0793405–0 ................. September 30, 1996
110–0795102–1 ................. January 1, 1997
110–0795349–8 ................. January 23, 1997
110–0795672–3 ................. February 11, 1997

CHAPTER 2—SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION
RELATING TO PRODUCT DEVELOPMENT
AND TESTING

SEC. 1431. SHORT TITLE.
This chapter may be cited as the ‘‘Product De-

velopment and Testing Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 1432. FINDINGS; PURPOSE.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:
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(1)(A) A substantial amount of development

and testing occurs in the United States incident
to the introduction and manufacture of new
products for both domestic consumption and ex-
port overseas.

(B) Testing also occurs with respect to mer-
chandise that has already been introduced into
commerce to insure that it continues to meet
specifications and performs as designed.

(2) The development and testing that occurs in
the United States incident to the introduction
and manufacture of new products, and with re-
spect to products which have already been in-
troduced into commerce, represents a significant
industrial activity employing highly-skilled
workers in the United States.

(3)(A) Under the current laws affecting the
importation of merchandise, such as the provi-
sions of part I of title IV of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1401 et seq.), goods commonly re-
ferred to as ‘‘prototypes’’, used for product de-
velopment testing and product evaluation pur-

poses, are subject to customs duty upon their
importation into the United States unless the
prototypes qualify for duty-free treatment under
special trade programs or unless the prototypes
are entered under a temporary importation
bond.

(B) In addition, the United States Customs
Service has determined that the value of proto-
types is to be included in the value of produc-
tion articles if the prototypes are the result of
the same design and development effort as the
articles.

(4)(A) Assessing duty on prototypes twice,
once when the prototypes are imported and a
second time thereafter as part of the cost of im-
ported production merchandise, discourages de-
velopment and testing in the United States, and
thus encourages development and testing to
occur overseas, since, in that case, duty will
only be assessed once, upon the importation of
production merchandise.

(B) Assessing duty on these prototypes twice
unnecessarily inflates the cost to businesses,
thus reducing their competitiveness.

(5) Current methods for avoiding the excessive
assessment of customs duties on the importation
of prototypes, including the use of temporary
importation entries and obtaining drawback, are
unwieldy, ineffective, and difficult for both im-
porters and the United States Customs Service to
administer.

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this chapter is
to promote product development and testing in
the United States by permitting the importation
of prototypes on a duty-free basis.

SEC. 1433. AMENDMENTS TO HARMONIZED TAR-
IFF SCHEDULE OF THE UNITED
STATES.

(a) HEADING.—Subchapter XVII of Chapter 98
is amended by inserting in numerical sequence
the following new heading:

‘‘ 9817.85.01 Prototypes to be used exclusively for development, testing, product evaluation, or quality
control purposes ............................................................................................................... Free The rate applicable in

the absence of this
heading ’’.

(b) U.S. NOTE.—The U.S. Notes to subchapter
XVII of chapter 98 are amended by adding at
the end the following:

‘‘6. The following provisions apply to heading
9817.85.01:

‘‘(a) For purposes of this subchapter, includ-
ing heading 9817.85.01, the term ‘prototypes’
means originals or models of articles that—

‘‘(i) are either in the preproduction, produc-
tion, or postproduction stage and are to be used
exclusively for development, testing, product
evaluation, or quality control purposes; and

‘‘(ii) in the case of originals or models of arti-
cles that are either in the production or
postproduction stage, are associated with a de-
sign change from current production (including
a refinement, advancement, improvement, devel-
opment, or quality control in either the product
itself or the means for producing the product).

For purposes of clause (i), automobile racing
for purse, prize, or commercial competition shall
not be considered to be ‘‘development, testing,
product evaluation, or quality control.’’.

‘‘(b)(i) Prototypes may be imported only in
limited noncommercial quantities in accordance
with industry practice.

‘‘(ii) Except as provided for by the Secretary
of the Treasury, prototypes or parts of proto-
types may not be sold after importation into the
United States or be incorporated into other
products that are sold.

‘‘(c) Articles subject to quantitative restric-
tions, antidumping orders, or countervailing
duty orders may not be classified as prototypes
under this note. Articles subject to licensing re-
quirements, or which must comply with laws,
rules, or regulations administered by agencies
other than the United States Customs Service
before being imported, may be classified as pro-
totypes if they comply with all applicable provi-
sions of law and otherwise meet the definition of
‘prototypes’ under paragraph (a).’’.
SEC. 1434. REGULATIONS RELATING TO ENTRY

PROCEDURES AND SALES OF PROTO-
TYPES.

(a) IDENTIFICATION OF PROTOTYPES.—The Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall promulgate regula-
tions regarding the identification of prototypes
at the time of importation into the United States
in accordance with the provisions of this chap-
ter and the amendments made by this chapter.

(b) SALES OF PROTOTYPES.—Not later than 10
months after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Treasury shall promulgate
final regulations regarding the sale of proto-
types entered under heading 9817.85.01 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States as scrap, or waste, or for recycling, if all
duties are tendered for sales of the prototypes,
including prototypes and parts of prototypes in-

corporated into other products, as scrap, waste,
or recycled materials, at the rate of duty in ef-
fect for such scrap, waste, or recycled materials
at the time of importation of the prototypes.
SEC. 1435. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This chapter, and the amendments made by
this chapter, shall apply with respect to—

(1) an entry of a prototype under heading
9817.85.01, as added by section 1433(a), on or
after the date of enactment of this Act; and

(2) an entry of a prototype (as defined in U.S.
Note 6(a) to subchapter XVII of chapter 98, as
added by section 1433(b)) under heading
9813.00.30 for which liquidation has not become
final as of the date of enactment of this Act.
CHAPTER 3—PROHIBITION ON IMPORTA-

TION OF PRODUCTS MADE WITH DOG OR
CAT FUR

SEC. 1441. SHORT TITLE.
This chapter may be cited as the ‘‘Dog and

Cat Protection Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 1442. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following
findings:

(1) An estimated 2,000,000 dogs and cats are
slaughtered and sold annually as part of the
international fur trade. Internationally, dog
and cat fur is used in a wide variety of prod-
ucts, including fur coats and jackets, fur
trimmed garments, hats, gloves, decorative ac-
cessories, stuffed animals, and other toys.

(2) The United States represents one of the
largest markets for the sale of fur and fur prod-
ucts in the world. Market demand for fur prod-
ucts in the United States has led to the intro-
duction of dog and cat fur products into United
States commerce, frequently based on deceptive
or fraudulent labeling of the products to dis-
guise the true nature of the fur and mislead
United States wholesalers, retailers, and con-
sumers.

(3) Dog and cat fur, when dyed, is not easily
distinguishable to persons who are not experts
from other furs such as fox, rabbit, coyote, wolf,
and mink, and synthetic materials made to re-
semble real fur. Dog and cat fur is generally less
expensive than other types of fur and may be
used as a substitute for more expensive types of
furs, which provides an incentive to engage in
unfair or fraudulent trade practices in the im-
portation, exportation, distribution, or sale of
fur products, including deceptive labeling and
other practices designed to disguise the true
contents or origin of the product.

(4) Forensic texts have documented that dog
and cat fur products are being imported into the
United States subject to deceptive labels or other
practices designed to conceal the use of dog or
cat fur in the production of wearing apparel,
toys, and other products.

(5) Publicly available evidence reflects ongo-
ing significant use of dogs and cats bred ex-
pressly for their fur by foreign fur producers for
manufacture into wearing apparel, toys, and
other products that have been introduced into
United States commerce. The evidence indicates
that foreign fur producers also rely on the use
of stray dogs and cats and stolen pets for the
manufacture of fur products destined for the
world and United States markets.

(6) The methods of housing, transporting, and
slaughtering dogs and cats for fur production
are generally unregulated and inhumane.

(7) The trade of dog and cat fur products is
ethically and aesthetically abhorrent to United
States citizens. Consumers in the United States
have a right to know if products offered for sale
contain dog or cat fur and to ensure that they
are not unwitting participants in this gruesome
trade.

(8) Persons who engage in the sale of dog or
cat fur products, including the fraudulent trade
practices identified above, gain an unfair com-
petitive advantage over persons who engage in
legitimate trade in apparel, toys, and other
products, and derive an unfair benefit from con-
sumers who buy their products.

(9) The imposition of a ban on the sale, manu-
facture, offer for sale, transportation, and dis-
tribution of dog and cat fur products, regardless
of their source, is consistent with the inter-
national obligations of the United States be-
cause it applies equally to domestic and foreign
producers and avoids any discrimination among
foreign sources of competing products. Such a
ban is also consistent with provisions of inter-
national agreements to which the United States
is a party that expressly allow for measures de-
signed to protect the health and welfare of ani-
mals and to enjoin the use of deceptive trade
practices in international or domestic commerce.

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this chapter
are to—

(1) prohibit imports, exports, sale, manufac-
ture, offer for sale, transportation, and distribu-
tion in the United States of dog and cat fur
products, in order to ensure that United States
market demand does not provide an incentive to
slaughter dogs or cats for their fur;

(2) require accurate labeling of fur species so
that consumers in the United States can make
informed choices and ensure that they are not
unwitting contributors to this gruesome trade;
and

(3) ensure that the customs laws of the United
States are not undermined by illicit inter-
national traffic in dog and cat fur products.
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SEC. 1443. PROHIBITION ON IMPORTATION OF

PRODUCTS MADE WITH DOG OR CAT
FUR.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title III of the Tariff Act of
1930 is amended by inserting after section 307
the following new section:
‘‘SEC. 308. PROHIBITION ON IMPORTATION OF

DOG AND CAT FUR PRODUCTS.
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) CAT FUR.—The term ‘cat fur’ means the

pelt or skin of any animal of the species Felis
catus.

‘‘(2) INTERSTATE COMMERCE.—The term ‘inter-
state commerce’ means the transportation for
sale, trade, or use between any State, territory,
or possession of the United States, or the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and any place outside thereof.

‘‘(3) CUSTOMS LAWS.—The term ‘customs laws
of the United States’ means any other law or
regulation enforced or administered by the
United States Customs Service.

‘‘(4) DESIGNATED AUTHORITY.—The term ‘des-
ignated authority’ means the Secretary of the
Treasury, with respect to the prohibitions under
subsection (b)(1)(A), and the President (or the
President’s designee), with respect to the prohi-
bitions under subsection (b)(1)(B).

‘‘(5) DOG FUR.—The term ‘dog fur’ means the
pelt or skin of any animal of the species Canis
familiaris.

‘‘(6) DOG OR CAT FUR PRODUCT.—The term
‘dog or cat fur product’ means any item of mer-
chandise which consists, or is composed in
whole or in part, of any dog fur, cat fur, or
both.

‘‘(7) PERSON.—The term ‘person’ includes any
individual, partnership, corporation, associa-
tion, organization, business trust, government
entity, or other entity subject to the jurisdiction
of the United States.

‘‘(8) UNITED STATES.—The term ‘United States’
means the customs territory of the United
States, as defined in general note 2 of the Har-
monized Tariff Schedule of the United States.

‘‘(b) PROHIBITIONS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—It shall be unlawful for

any person to—
‘‘(A) import into, or export from, the United

States any dog or cat fur product; or
‘‘(B) introduce into interstate commerce, man-

ufacture for introduction into interstate com-
merce, sell, trade, or advertise in interstate com-
merce, offer to sell, or transport or distribute in
interstate commerce in the United States, any
dog or cat fur product.

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—This subsection shall not
apply to the importation, exportation, or trans-
portation, for noncommercial purposes, of a per-
sonal pet that is deceased, including a pet pre-
served through taxidermy.

‘‘(c) PENALTIES AND ENFORCEMENT.—
‘‘(1) CIVIL PENALTIES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Any person who violates

any provision of this section or any regulation
issued under this section may, in addition to
any other civil or criminal penalty that may be
imposed under title 18, United States Code, or
any other provision of law, be assessed a civil
penalty by the designated authority of not more
than—

‘‘(i) $10,000 for each separate knowing and in-
tentional violation;

‘‘(ii) $5,000 for each separate grossly negligent
violation; or

‘‘(iii) $3,000 for each separate negligent viola-
tion.

‘‘(B) DEBARMENT.—The designated authority
may prohibit a person from importing, export-
ing, transporting, distributing, manufacturing,
or selling any fur product in the United States,
if the designated authority finds that the person
has engaged in a pattern or practice of actions
that has resulted in a final administrative deter-
mination with respect to the assessment of civil
penalties for knowing and intentional or grossly
negligent violations of any provision of this sec-
tion or any regulation issued under this section.

‘‘(C) FACTORS IN ASSESSING PENALTIES.—In de-
termining the amount of civil penalties under

this paragraph, the designated authority shall
take into account the degree of culpability, any
history of prior violations under this section,
ability to pay, the seriousness of the violation,
and such other matters as fairness may require.

‘‘(D) NOTICE.—No penalty may be assessed
under this paragraph against a person unless
the person is given notice and opportunity for a
hearing with respect to such violation in accord-
ance with section 554 of title 5, United States
Code.

‘‘(2) FORFEITURE.—Any dog or cat fur product
manufactured, taken, possessed, sold, pur-
chased, offered for sale or purchase, trans-
ported, delivered, received, carried, shipped, im-
ported, or exported contrary to the provisions of
this section or any regulation issued under this
section shall be subject to forfeiture to the
United States.

‘‘(3) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary of the
Treasury shall enforce the provisions of this sec-
tion with respect to the prohibitions under sub-
section (b)(1)(A), and the President shall enforce
the provisions of this section with respect to the
prohibitions under subsection (b)(1)(B).

‘‘(4) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 270 days
after the date of enactment of this section, the
designated authorities shall, after notice and
opportunity for comment, issue regulations to
carry out the provisions of this section. The reg-
ulations of the Secretary of the Treasury shall
provide for a process by which testing labora-
tories, whether domestic or foreign, can qualify
for certification by the United States Customs
Service by demonstrating the reliability of the
procedures used for determining the type of fur
contained in articles intended for sale or con-
sumption in interstate commerce. Use of a lab-
oratory certified by the United States Customs
Service to determine the nature of fur contained
in an item to which subsection (b) applies is not
required to avoid liability under this section but
may, in a case in which a person can establish
that the goods imported were tested by such a
laboratory and that the item was not found to
be a dog or cat fur product, prove dispositive in
determining whether that person exercised rea-
sonable care for purposes of paragraph (6).

‘‘(5) REWARD.—The designated authority shall
pay a reward of not less than $500 to any person
who furnishes information that establishes or
leads to a civil penalty assessment, debarment,
or forfeiture of property for any violation of this
section or any regulation issued under this sec-
tion.

‘‘(6) AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE.—Any person ac-
cused of a violation under this section has a de-
fense to any proceeding brought under this sec-
tion on account of such violation if that person
establishes by a preponderance of the evidence
that the person exercised reasonable care—

‘‘(A) in determining the nature of the prod-
ucts alleged to have resulted in such violation;
and

‘‘(B) in ensuring that the products were ac-
companied by documentation, packaging, and
labeling that were accurate as to the nature of
the products.

‘‘(7) COORDINATION WITH OTHER LAWS.—Noth-
ing in this section shall be construed as super-
seding or limiting in any manner the functions
and responsibilities of the Secretary of the
Treasury under the customs laws of the United
States.

‘‘(d) PUBLICATION OF NAMES OF CERTAIN VIO-
LATORS.—The designated authorities shall, at
least once each year, publish in the Federal
Register a list of the names of any producer,
manufacturer, supplier, seller, importer, or ex-
porter, whether or not located within the cus-
toms territory of the United States or subject to
the jurisdiction of the United States, against
whom a final administrative determination with
respect to the assessment of a civil penalty for a
knowing and intentional or a grossly negligent
violation has been made under this section.

‘‘(e) REPORTS.—In order to enable Congress to
engage in active, continuing oversight of this

section, the designated authorities shall provide
the following:

‘‘(1) PLAN FOR ENFORCEMENT.—Within 3
months after the date of enactment of this sec-
tion, the designated authorities shall submit to
Congress a plan for the enforcement of the pro-
visions of this section, including training and
procedures to ensure that United States Govern-
ment personnel are equipped with state-of-the-
art technologies to identify potential dog or cat
fur products and to determine the true content
of such products.

‘‘(2) REPORT ON ENFORCEMENT EFFORTS.—Not
later than 1 year after the date of enactment of
this section, and on an annual basis thereafter,
the designated authorities shall submit a report
to Congress on the efforts of the United States
Government to enforce the provisions of this sec-
tion and the adequacy of the resources to do so.
The report shall include an analysis of the
training of United States Government personnel
to identify dog and cat fur products effectively
and to take appropriate action to enforce this
section. The report shall include the findings of
the designated authorities as to whether any
government has engaged in a pattern or practice
of support for trade in products the importation
of which are prohibited under this section.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 2(d) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act (15 U.S.C. 69(d))
is amended by inserting ‘‘(other than any dog or
cat fur product to which section 308 of the Tar-
iff Act of 1930 applies)’’ after ‘‘shall not include
such articles’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on the date of
enactment of this Act.

CHAPTER 4—MISCELLANEOUS
PROVISIONS

SEC. 1451. ALTERNATIVE MID-POINT INTEREST
ACCOUNTING METHODOLOGY FOR
UNDERPAYMENT OF DUTIES AND
FEES.

Section 505(c) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1505(c)) is amended by striking ‘‘For the
period beginning on’’ and all that follows
through ‘‘the Secretary may prescribe’’ and in-
serting ‘‘The Secretary may prescribe’’.
SEC. 1452. EXCEPTION FROM MAKING REPORT OF

ARRIVAL AND FORMAL ENTRY FOR
CERTAIN VESSELS.

(a) REPORT OF ARRIVAL AND FORMAL ENTRY
OF VESSELS.—(1) Section 433(a)(1)(C) of the Tar-
iff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1433(a)(1)(C)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘bonded merchandise, or’’.

(2) Section 434(a)(3) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1434(a)(3)) is amended by striking
‘‘bonded merchandise or’’.

(3) Section 4197 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States (46 U.S.C. App. 91) is amended in
subsection (a)(2) by striking ‘‘bonded merchan-
dise or’’.

(b) ADDITIONAL AMENDMENT.—Section 441 of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1441) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘‘(6) Any vessel required to anchor at the Belle
Isle Anchorage in the waters of the Detroit
River in the State of Michigan, for the purposes
of awaiting the availability of cargo or berthing
space or for the purpose of taking on a pilot or
awaiting pilot services, or at the direction of the
Coast Guard, prior to proceeding to the Port of
Toledo, Ohio, where the vessel makes entry
under section 434 or obtains clearance under
section 4197 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States.’’.
SEC. 1453. DESIGNATION OF SAN ANTONIO INTER-

NATIONAL AIRPORT FOR CUSTOMS
PROCESSING OF CERTAIN PRIVATE
AIRCRAFT ARRIVING IN THE UNITED
STATES.

(a) DESIGNATION.—For the 2-year period be-
ginning on the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Commissioner of the Customs Service
shall designate the San Antonio International
Airport in San Antonio, Texas, as an airport at
which private aircraft described in subsection
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(b) may land for processing by the Customs
Service in accordance with section 122.24(b) of
title 19, Code of Federal Regulations.

(b) PRIVATE AIRCRAFT.—Private aircraft de-
scribed in this subsection are private aircraft
that—

(1) arrive in the United States from a foreign
area and have a final destination in the United
States of San Antonio International Airport in
San Antonio, Texas; and

(2) would otherwise be required to land for
processing by the Customs Service at an airport
listed in section 122.24(b) of title 19, Code of
Federal Regulations, in accordance with such
section.

(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘‘private aircraft’’ has the meaning given such
term in section 122.23(a)(1) of title 19, Code of
Federal Regulations.

(d) REPORT.—The Commissioner of the Cus-
toms Service shall prepare and submit to Con-
gress a report on the implementation of this sec-
tion for 2001 and 2002.
SEC. 1454. INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL MERCHAN-

DISE.
Section 555 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.

1555) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(c) INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL MERCHANDISE.—
‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this

section—
‘‘(A) the term ‘international travel merchan-

dise’ means duty-free or domestic merchandise
which is placed on board aircraft on inter-
national flights for sale to passengers, but
which is not merchandise incidental to the oper-
ation of a duty-free sales enterprise;

‘‘(B) the term ‘staging area’ is an area con-
trolled by the proprietor of a bonded warehouse
outside of the physical parameters of the bonded
warehouse in which manipulation of inter-
national travel merchandise in carts occurs;

‘‘(C) the term ‘duty-free merchandise’ means
merchandise on which the liability for payment
of duty or tax imposed by reason of importation
has been deferred pending exportation from the
customs territory;

‘‘(D) the term ‘manipulation’ means the re-
packaging, cleaning, sorting, or removal from or
placement on carts of international travel mer-
chandise; and

‘‘(E) the term ‘cart’ means a portable con-
tainer holding international travel merchandise
on an aircraft for exportation.

‘‘(2) BONDED WAREHOUSE FOR INTERNATIONAL
TRAVEL MERCHANDISE.—The Secretary shall by
regulation establish a separate class of bonded
warehouse for the storage and manipulation of
international travel merchandise pending its
placement on board aircraft departing for for-
eign destinations.

‘‘(3) RULES FOR TREATMENT OF INTERNATIONAL
TRAVEL MERCHANDISE AND BONDED WAREHOUSES
AND STAGING AREAS.—(A) The proprietor of a
bonded warehouse established for the storage
and manipulation of international travel mer-
chandise shall give a bond in such sum and
with such sureties as may be approved by the
Secretary of the Treasury to secure the Govern-
ment against any loss or expense connected with
or arising from the deposit, storage, or manipu-
lation of merchandise in such warehouse. The
warehouse proprietor’s bond shall also secure
the manipulation of international travel mer-
chandise in a staging area.

‘‘(B) A transfer of liability from the inter-
national carrier to the warehouse proprietor oc-
curs when the carrier assigns custody of inter-
national travel merchandise to the warehouse
proprietor for purposes of entry into warehouse
or for manipulation in the staging area.

‘‘(C) A transfer of liability from the ware-
house proprietor to the international carrier oc-

curs when the bonded warehouse proprietor as-
signs custody of international travel merchan-
dise to the carrier.

‘‘(D) The Secretary is authorized to promul-
gate regulations to require the proprietor and
the international carrier to keep records of the
disposition of any cart brought into the United
States and all merchandise on such cart.’’.

SEC. 1455. CHANGE IN RATE OF DUTY OF GOODS
RETURNED TO THE UNITED STATES
BY TRAVELERS.

Subchapter XVI of chapter 98 is amended as
follows:

(1) Subheading 9816.00.20 is amended—
(A) effective January 1, 2000, by striking ‘‘10

percent’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘5
percent’’;

(B) effective January 1, 2001, by striking ‘‘5
percent’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘4
percent’’; and

(C) effective January 1, 2002, by striking ‘‘4
percent’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘3
percent’’.

(2) Subheading 9816.00.40 is amended—
(A) effective January 1, 2000, by striking ‘‘5

percent’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘3
percent’’;

(B) effective January 1, 2001, by striking ‘‘3
percent’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘2
percent’’; and

(C) effective January 1, 2002, by striking ‘‘2
percent’’ each place it appears and inserting
‘‘1.5 percent’’.

SEC. 1456. TREATMENT OF PERSONAL EFFECTS
OF PARTICIPANTS IN INTER-
NATIONAL ATHLETIC EVENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter XVII of chapter
98 is amended by inserting in numerical se-
quence the following new heading:

‘‘ 9817.60.00 Any of the following articles not intended for sale or distribution to the public: personal effects of aliens
who are participants in, officials of, or accredited members of delegations to, an international athletic
event held in the United States, such as the Olympics and Paralympics, the Goodwill Games, the Special
Olympics World Games, the World Cup Soccer Games, or any similar international athletic event as the
Secretary of the Treasury may determine, and of persons who are immediate family members of or serv-
ants to any of the foregoing persons; equipment and materials imported in connection with any such
foregoing event by or on behalf of the foregoing persons or the organizing committee of such an event,
articles to be used in exhibitions depicting the culture of a country participating in such an event; and,
if consistent with the foregoing, such other articles as the Secretary of the Treasury may allow ............. Free Free ’’.

(b) TAXES, FEES, INSPECTION.—The U.S. Notes
to chapter XVII of chapter 98 are amended by
adding at the end the following new note:

‘‘6. Any article exempt from duty under head-
ing 9817.60.00 shall be free of taxes and fees that
may otherwise be applicable, but shall not be
free or otherwise exempt or excluded from rou-
tine or other inspections as may be required by
the Customs Service.’’

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section apply to goods entered, or with-
drawn from warehouse, for consumption, on or
after the date of the enactment of this Act.

(c) TERMINATION OF TEMPORARY PROVI-
SIONS.—Heading 9902.98.08 shall, notwith-
standing any provision of such heading, cease
to be effective on the date of the enactment of
this Act.
SEC. 1457. COLLECTION OF FEES FOR CUSTOMS

SERVICES FOR ARRIVAL OF CERTAIN
FERRIES.

Section 13031(b)(1)(A)(iii) of the Consolidated
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19
U.S.C. 58c(b)(1)(A)(iii)) is amended to read as
follows:

‘‘(iii) the arrival of a ferry, except for a ferry
whose operations begin on or after August 1,
1999, and that operates south of 27 degrees lati-
tude and east of 89 degrees longitude; or’’.
SEC. 1458. ESTABLISHMENT OF DRAWBACK BASED

ON COMMERCIAL INTERCHANGE-
ABILITY FOR CERTAIN RUBBER VUL-
CANIZATION ACCELERATORS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The United States Customs
Service shall treat the chemical N-cyclohexyl-2-
benzothiazolesulfenamide and the chemical N-
tert-Butyl-2-benzothiazolesulfenamide as ‘‘com-

mercially interchangeable’’ within the meaning
of section 313(j)(2) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1313(j)(2)) for purposes of permitting
drawback under section 313 of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1313.).

(b) APPLICABILITY.—Subsection (a) shall
apply with respect to any entry, or withdrawal
from warehouse for consumption, of the chem-
ical N-cyclohexyl-2-benzothiazolesulfenamide
before, on, or after the date of the enactment of
this Act, that is eligible for drawback within the
time period provided in section 313(j)(2)(B) of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1313(j)(2)(B)).

SEC. 1459. CARGO INSPECTION.

The Commissioner of Customs is authorized to
establish a fee-for-service agreement for a period
of not less than 2 years, renewable thereafter on
an annual basis, at Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood
International Airport. The agreement shall pro-
vide personnel and infrastructure necessary to
conduct cargo clearance, inspection, or other
customs services as needed to accommodate car-
riers using this airport. When such servcies have
been provided on a fee-for-service basis for at
least 2 years and the commercial consumption
entry level reaches 29,000 entries per year, the
Commissioner of Customs shall continue to pro-
vide cargo clearance, inspection or other cus-
toms services, and no charges, other than those
fees authorized by section 13031(a) of the Con-
solidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of
1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(a)), may be collected for
those services.

SEC. 1460. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN MULTIPLE
ENTRIES OF MERCHANDISE AS SIN-
GLE ENTRY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 484 of the Tariff Act
of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1484) is amended by adding at
the end the following:

‘‘(j) TREATMENT OF MULTIPLE ENTRIES OF
MERCHANDISE AS SINGLE TRANSACTION.—In the
case of merchandise that is purchased and
invoiced as a single entity but—

‘‘(1) is shipped in an unassembled or disassem-
bled condition in separate shipments due to the
size or nature of the merchandise, or

‘‘(2) is shipped in separate shipments due to
the inability of the carrier to include all of the
merchandise in a single shipment (at the in-
struction of the carrier),

the Customs Service may, upon application by
an importer in advance, treat such separate
shipments for entry purposes as a single trans-
action.’’.

(b) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 6 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of the Treasury shall issue regulations
to carry out section 484(j) of the Tariff Act of
1930, as added by subsection (a).
SEC. 1461. REPORT ON CUSTOMS PROCEDURES.

(a) REVIEW AND REPORT.—The Secretary of
the Treasury shall—

(1) review, in consultation with United States
importers and other interested parties, including
independent third parties selected by the Sec-
retary for the purpose of conducting such re-
view, customs procedures and related laws and
regulations applicable to goods and commercial
conveyances entering the United States; and
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(2) report to the Congress, not later than 180

days after the date of enactment of this Act, on
changes that should be made to reduce reporting
and record retention requirements for commer-
cial parties, specifically addressing changes
needed to—

(A) separate fully and remove the linkage be-
tween data reporting required to determine the
admissibility and release of goods and data re-
porting for other purposes such as collection of
revenue and statistics;

(B) reduce to a minimum data required for de-
termining the admissibility of goods and release
of goods, consistent with the protection of public
health, safety, or welfare, or achievement of
other policy goals of the United States;

(C) eliminate or find more efficient means of
collecting data for other purposes that are un-
necessary, overly burdensome, or redundant;
and

(D) enable the implementation, as soon as pos-
sible, of the import activity summary statement
authorized by section 411 of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1411) as a means of—

(i) fully separating and removing the linkage
between the functions of collecting revenue and
statistics and the function of determining the
admissibility of goods that must be performed
for each shipment of goods entering the United
States; and

(ii) allowing for periodic, consolidated filing
of data not required for determinations of ad-
missibility.

(b) SPECIFIC MATTERS.—In preparing the re-
port required by subsection (a), the Secretary of
the Treasury shall specifically report on the fol-
lowing:

(1) Import procedures, including specific data
items collected, that are required prior and sub-
sequent to the release of goods or conveyances,
identifying the rationale and legal basis for
each procedure and data requirement, uses of
data collected, and procedures or data require-
ments that could be eliminated, or deferred and
consolidated into periodic reports such as the
import activity summary statement.

(2) The identity of data and factors necessary
to determine whether physical inspections
should be conducted.

(3) The cost of data collection.
(4) Potential alternative sources and meth-

odologies for collecting data, taking into ac-
count the costs and other consequences to im-
porters, exporters, carriers, and the Government
of choosing alternative sources.

(5) Recommended changes to the law, regula-
tions of any agency, or other measures that
would improve the efficiency of procedures and
systems of the United States Government for
regulating international trade, without compro-
mising the effectiveness of procedures and sys-
tems required by law.
SEC. 1462. DRAWBACKS FOR RECYCLED MATE-

RIALS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 313 of the Tariff Act
of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1313) is amended by adding at
the end the following new subsection:

‘‘(x) DRAWBACKS FOR RECOVERED MATE-
RIALS.—For purposes of subsections (a), (b), and
(c), the term ‘destruction’ includes a process by
which materials are recovered from imported
merchandise or from an article manufactured
from imported merchandise. In determining the
amount of duties to be refunded as drawback to
a claimant under this subsection, the value of
recovered materials (including the value of any
tax benefit or royalty payment) that accrues to
the drawback claimant shall be deducted from
the value of the imported merchandise that is
destroyed, or from the value of the merchandise
used, or designated as used, in the manufacture
of the article.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by this section shall apply to drawback claims
filed on or after the date of enactment of this
Act.

SEC. 1463. PRESERVATION OF CERTAIN REPORT-
ING REQUIREMENTS.

Section 3003(a)(1) of the Federal Reports
Elimination and Sunset Act of 1995 (31 U.S.C.
1113 note) does not apply to any report required
to be submitted under any of the following pro-
visions of law:

(1) Section 163 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19
U.S.C. 2213).

(2) Section 181 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19
U.S.C. 2241).
SEC. 1464. IMPORTATION OF GUM ARABIC.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) The Republic of the Sudan produces 60
percent of the world’s supply of gum arabic in
raw form and has a virtual monopoly on the
world’s supply of the highest grade of gum ara-
bic.

(2) The President imposed comprehensive
sanctions against Sudan on November 3, 1997,
under Executive Order 13067.

(3) The Secretary of the Treasury, upon rec-
ommendation of the Secretary of State, has
issued limited licenses each year since the impo-
sition of sanctions against Sudan under Execu-
tive Order 13067 to permit United States gum ar-
abic processors to import gum arabic in raw
form from Sudan due to a lack of alternative
sources in other countries.

(4) The United States gum arabic processing
industry consists of three small companies
whose existence is threatened by the comprehen-
sive sanctions in effect against Sudan.

(5) The United States gum arabic processing
industry is working with the United States
Agency for International Development to de-
velop alternative sources of gum arabic in raw
form in countries that are not subject to sanc-
tions, but alternative sources of the highest
grade of gum arabic in raw form are not cur-
rently available.

(b) LICENSE APPLICATIONS TO IMPORT GUM
ARABIC FROM SUDAN.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, the Secretary of the
Treasury and the Secretary of State, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Commerce and
the heads of other appropriate agencies—

(1) shall consider promptly any license appli-
cation by a United States gum arabic processor
to import gum arabic in raw form from the Re-
public of the Sudan; and

(2) in reviewing such license applications by
United States gum arabic processors, shall con-
sider whether adequate commercial quantities of
the highest grade of gum arabic in raw form are
available from countries not subject to United
States sanctions in order to allow such United
States processors of gum arabic to remain in
business.

(c) DEVELOPMENT OF ALTERNATIVE SOURCES
OF GUM ARABIC.—The President shall utilize
such authority as is available to the President
to promote the development in countries other
than Sudan of alternative sources of the highest
grade of gum arabic in raw form of sufficient
commercial quality to be utilized in products in-
tended for human consumption.

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘‘gum arabic in raw form’’ means gum arabic of
the type described in subheadings 1301.20.00 and
1301.90.90 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of
the United States.
SEC. 1465. CUSTOMS SERVICES AT THE DETROIT

METROPOLITAN AIRPORT.
The Commissioner of the Customs Service

shall re-implement the policy in effect prior to
January 1, 1999, at the Detroit Metropolitan
Airport to provide services at remote locations of
the Airport, except that such services shall be
provided only on a reimbursable basis.

Subtitle C—Effective Date
SEC. 1471. EFFECTIVE DATE.

Except as otherwise provided in this title, the
amendments made by this title shall apply with
respect to goods entered, or withdrawn from
warehouse, for consumption, on or after the
15th day after the date of enactment of this Act.

TITLE II—OTHER TRADE PROVISIONS
SEC. 2001. TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR

CERTAIN WORKERS AFFECTED BY
ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION OR
CLOSURE OF A COPPER MINING FA-
CILITY.

(a) CERTIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR WORK-
ERS REQUIRED FOR CLOSURE OF FACILITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law or any decision by the Sec-
retary of Labor denying certification or eligi-
bility for certification for adjustment assistance
under title II of the Trade Act of 1974, a quali-
fied worker described in paragraph (2) shall be
certified by the Secretary as eligible to apply for
adjustment assistance under such title II.

(2) QUALIFIED WORKER.—For purposes of this
subsection, a ‘‘qualified worker’’ means a work-
er who—

(A) was employed at the copper mining facil-
ity referenced in Trade Adjustment Assistance
Certification TAW–31,402 during any part of the
period covered by that certification and was
separated from employment after the expiration
of that certification; and

(B) was necessary for the environmental reme-
diation or closure of such mining facility.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by this section shall take effect on the date of
enactment of this Act.
SEC. 2002. CHIEF AGRICULTURAL NEGOTIATOR.

Section 5314 of title 5, United States Code, is
amended by inserting after ‘‘Deputy United
States Trade Representatives (3).’’ the following:

‘‘Chief Agricultural Negotiator.’’.
TITLE III—EXTENSION OF NONDISCRIM-

INATORY TREATMENT TO GEORGIA
SEC. 3001. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that Georgia has—
(1) made considerable progress toward respect-

ing fundamental human rights consistent with
the objectives of title IV of the Trade Act of
1974;

(2) adopted administrative procedures that ac-
cord its citizens the right to emigrate, travel
freely, and to return to their country without
restriction;

(3) been found to be in full compliance with
the freedom of emigration provisions in title IV
of the Trade Act of 1974;

(4) made progress toward democratic rule and
creating a free market economic system since its
independence from the Soviet Union;

(5) demonstrated strong and effective enforce-
ment of internationally recognized core labor
standards and a commitment to continue to im-
prove effective enforcement of its laws reflecting
such standards;

(6) committed to developing a system of gov-
ernance in accordance with the provisions of
the Final Act of the Conference on Security and
Cooperation in Europe (also known as the ‘‘Hel-
sinki Final Act’’) regarding human rights and
humanitarian affairs;

(7) endeavored to address issues related to its
national and religious minorities and, as a mem-
ber state of the Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), committed to
adopting special measures for ensuring that per-
sons belonging to national minorities have full
equality individually as well as in community
with other members of their group;

(8) also committed to enacting legislation to
provide protection against incitement to violence
against persons or groups based on national, ra-
cial, ethnic, or religious discrimination, hos-
tility, or hatred, including anti-Semitism;

(9) continued to return communal properties
confiscated from national and religious minori-
ties during the Soviet period, facilitating the re-
emergence of these communities in the national
life of Georgia and establishing the legal frame-
work for completion of this process in the fu-
ture;

(10) concluded a bilateral trade agreement
with the United States in 1993 and a bilateral
investment treaty in 1994;



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H10751October 24, 2000
(11) demonstrated a strong desire to build a

friendly and cooperative relationship with the
United States; and

(12) acceded to the World Trade Organization
on June 14, 2000, and the extension of uncondi-
tional normal trade relations treatment to the
products of Georgia will enable the United
States to avail itself of all rights under the
World Trade Organization with respect to Geor-
gia.
SEC. 3002. TERMINATION OF APPLICATION OF

TITLE IV OF THE TRADE ACT OF 1974
TO GEORGIA.

(a) PRESIDENTIAL DETERMINATIONS AND EX-
TENSIONS OF NONDISCRIMINATORY TREATMENT.—
Notwithstanding any provision of title IV of the
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2431 et seq.), the
President may—

(1) determine that such title should no longer
apply to Georgia; and

(2) after making a determination under para-
graph (1) with respect to Georgia, proclaim the
extension of nondiscriminatory treatment (nor-
mal trade relations treatment) to the products of
that country.

(b) TERMINATION OF APPLICATION OF TITLE
IV.—On and after the effective date of the ex-
tension under subsection (a)(2) of nondiscrim-
inatory treatment to the products of Georgia,
title IV of the Trade Act of 1974 shall cease to
apply to that country.

TITLE IV—IMPORTED CIGARETTE
COMPLIANCE

SEC. 4001. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Imported Ciga-

rette Compliance Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 4002. MODIFICATIONS TO RULES GOV-

ERNING REIMPORTATION OF TO-
BACCO PRODUCTS.

(a) RESTRICTIONS ON TOBACCO PRODUCTS IN-
TENDED FOR EXPORT.—Section 5754 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended to read as
follows:
‘‘SEC. 5754. RESTRICTION ON IMPORTATION OF

PREVIOUSLY EXPORTED TOBACCO
PRODUCTS.

‘‘(a) EXPORT-LABELED TOBACCO PRODUCTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Tobacco products and ciga-

rette papers and tubes manufactured in the
United States and labeled for exportation under
this chapter—

‘‘(A) may be transferred to or removed from
the premises of a manufacturer or an export
warehouse proprietor only if such articles are
being transferred or removed without tax in ac-
cordance with section 5704;

‘‘(B) may be imported or brought into the
United States, after their exportation, only if
such articles either are eligible to be released
from customs custody with the partial duty ex-
emption provided in section 5704(d) or are re-
turned to the original manufacturer of such ar-
ticle as provided in section 5704(c); and

‘‘(C) may not be sold or held for sale for do-
mestic consumption in the United States unless
such articles are removed from their export
packaging and repackaged by the original man-
ufacturer into new packaging that does not con-
tain an export label.

‘‘(2) ALTERATIONS BY PERSONS OTHER THAN
ORIGINAL MANUFACTURER.—This section shall
apply to articles labeled for export even if the
packaging or the appearance of such packaging
to the consumer of such articles has been modi-
fied or altered by a person other than the origi-
nal manufacturer so as to remove or conceal or
attempt to remove or conceal (including by the
placement of a sticker over) any export label.

‘‘(3) EXPORTS INCLUDE SHIPMENTS TO PUERTO
RICO.—For purposes of this section, section
5704(d), section 5761, and such other provisions
as the Secretary may specify by regulations, ref-
erences to exportation shall be treated as includ-
ing a reference to shipment to the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico.

‘‘(b) EXPORT LABEL.—For purposes of this
section, an article is labeled for export or con-

tains an export label if it bears the mark, label,
or notice required under section 5704(b).

‘‘(c) CROSS REFERENCES.—
‘‘(1) For exception to this section for personal

use, see section 5761(c).
‘‘(2) For civil penalties related to violations of

this section, see section 5761(c).
‘‘(3) For a criminal penalty applicable to any

violation of this section, see section 5762(b).
‘‘(4) For forfeiture provisions related to viola-

tions of this section, see section 5761(c).’’.
(b) CLARIFICATION OF REIMPORTATION

RULES.—Section 5704(d) of such Code (relating
to tobacco products and cigarette papers and
tubes exported and returned) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘a manufacturer of’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the original manufacturer of such’’,
and

(2) by inserting ‘‘authorized by such manufac-
turer to receive such articles’’ after ‘‘proprietor
of an export warehouse’’.

(c) REQUIREMENT TO DESTROY FORFEITED TO-
BACCO PRODUCTS.—The last sentence of sub-
section (c) of section 5761 of such Code is
amended by striking ‘‘the jurisdiction of the
United States’’ and all that follows through the
end period and inserting ‘‘the jurisdiction of the
United States shall be forfeited to the United
States and destroyed. All vessels, vehicles, and
aircraft used in such relanding or in removing
such products, papers, and tubes from the place
where relanded, shall be forfeited to the United
States.’’.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect 90 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

(e) STUDY.—The Secretary of the Treasury
shall report to Congress on the impact of requir-
ing export warehouses to be authorized by the
original manufacturer to receive relanded ex-
port-labeled cigarettes.
SEC. 4003. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT TO THE BAL-

ANCED BUDGET ACT OF 1997.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section

5761 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘This subsection and section 5754 shall not
apply to any person who relands or receives to-
bacco products in the quantity allowed entry
free of tax and duty under subchapter IV of
chapter 98 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of
the United States. No quantity of tobacco prod-
ucts other than the quantity referred to in the
preceding sentence may be relanded or received
as a personal use quantity.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by this section shall take effect as if included in
section 9302 of the Balanced Budget Act of 1997.
SEC. 4004. REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO IM-

PORTS OF CERTAIN CIGARETTES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Tariff Act of 1930 (19

U.S.C. 1202 et seq.) is amended by adding at the
end the following:
‘‘TITLE VIII—REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE

TO IMPORTS OF CERTAIN CIGARETTES
‘‘SEC. 801. DEFINITIONS.

‘‘In this title:
‘‘(1) SECRETARY.—Except as otherwise indi-

cated, the term ‘Secretary’ means the Secretary
of the Treasury.

‘‘(2) PRIMARY PACKAGING.—The term ‘primary
packaging’ refers to the permanent packaging
inside of the innermost cellophane or other
transparent wrapping and labels, if any. Warn-
ings or other statements shall be deemed ‘perma-
nently imprinted’ only if printed directly on
such primary packaging and not by way of
stickers or other similar devices.
‘‘SEC. 802. REQUIREMENTS FOR ENTRY OF CER-

TAIN CIGARETTES.
‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—Except as provided in

subsection (b), cigarettes may be imported into
the United States only if—

‘‘(1) the original manufacturer of those ciga-
rettes has timely submitted, or has certified that
it will timely submit, to the Secretary of Health
and Human Services the lists of the ingredients

added to the tobacco in the manufacture of such
cigarettes as described in section 7 of the Fed-
eral Cigarette Labeling and Advertising Act (15
U.S.C. 1335a);

‘‘(2) the precise warning statements in the
precise format specified in section 4 of the Fed-
eral Cigarette Labeling and Advertising Act (15
U.S.C. 1333) are permanently imprinted on
both—

‘‘(A) the primary packaging of all those ciga-
rettes; and

‘‘(B) any other pack, box, carton, or container
of any kind in which those cigarettes are to be
offered for sale or otherwise distributed to con-
sumers;

‘‘(3) the manufacturer or importer of those
cigarettes is in compliance with respect to those
cigarettes being imported into the United States
with a rotation plan approved by the Federal
Trade Commission pursuant to section 4(c) of
the Federal Cigarette Labeling and Advertising
Act (15 U.S.C. 1333(c));

‘‘(4) if such cigarettes bear a United States
trademark registered for such cigarettes, the
owner of such United States trademark registra-
tion for cigarettes (or a person authorized to act
on behalf of such owner) has consented to the
importation of such cigarettes into the United
States; and

‘‘(5) the importer has submitted at the time of
entry all of the certificates described in sub-
section (c).

‘‘(b) EXEMPTIONS.—Cigarettes satisfying the
conditions of any of the following paragraphs
shall not be subject to the requirements of sub-
section (a):

‘‘(1) PERSONAL-USE CIGARETTES.—Cigarettes
that are imported into the United States in per-
sonal use quantities that are allowed entry free
of tax and duty under subchapter IV of chapter
98 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States.

‘‘(2) CIGARETTES IMPORTED INTO THE UNITED
STATES FOR ANALYSIS.—Cigarettes that are im-
ported into the United States solely for the pur-
pose of analysis in quantities suitable for such
purpose, but only if the importer submits at the
time of entry a certificate signed, under pen-
alties of perjury, by the consignee (or a person
authorized by such consignee) providing such
facts as may be required by the Secretary to es-
tablish that such consignee is a manufacturer of
cigarettes, a Federal or State government agen-
cy, a university, or is otherwise engaged in bona
fide research and stating that such cigarettes
will be used solely for analysis and will not be
sold in domestic commerce in the United States.

‘‘(3) CIGARETTES INTENDED FOR NONCOMMER-
CIAL USE, REEXPORT, OR REPACKAGING.—
Cigarettes—

‘‘(A) for which the owner of such United
States trademark registration for cigarettes (or a
person authorized to act on behalf of such
owner) has consented to the importation of such
cigarettes into the United States; and

‘‘(B) for which the importer submits a certifi-
cate signed by the manufacturer or export ware-
house (or a person authorized by such manufac-
turer or export warehouse) to which such ciga-
rettes are to be delivered (as provided in sub-
paragraph (A)) stating, under penalties of per-
jury, with respect to those cigarettes, that it will
not distribute those cigarettes into domestic com-
merce unless prior to such distribution all steps
have been taken to comply with paragraphs (1),
(2), and (3) of subsection (a), and, to the extent
applicable, section 5754(a)(1) (B) and (C) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986.
For purposes of this section, a trademark is reg-
istered in the United States if it is registered in
the United States Patent and Trademark Office
under the provisions of title I of the Act of July
5, 1946 (popularly known as the ‘Trademark Act
of 1946’), and a copy of the certificate of reg-
istration of such mark has been filed with the
Secretary. The Secretary shall make available to
interested parties a current list of the marks so
filed.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH10752 October 24, 2000
‘‘(c) CUSTOMS CERTIFICATIONS REQUIRED FOR

CIGARETTE IMPORTS.—The certificates that must
be submitted by the importer of cigarettes at the
time of entry in order to comply with subsection
(a)(5) are—

‘‘(1) a certificate signed by the manufacturer
of such cigarettes or an authorized official of
such manufacturer stating under penalties of
perjury, with respect to those cigarettes, that
such manufacturer has timely submitted, and
will continue to submit timely, to the Secretary
of Health and Human Services the ingredient re-
porting information required by section 7 of the
Federal Cigarette Labeling and Advertising Act
(15 U.S.C. 1335a);

‘‘(2) a certificate signed by such importer or
an authorized official of such importer stating
under penalties of perjury that—

‘‘(A) the precise warning statements in the
precise format required by section 4 of the Fed-
eral Cigarette Labeling and Advertising Act (15
U.S.C. 1333) are permanently imprinted on
both—

‘‘(i) the primary packaging of all those ciga-
rettes; and

‘‘(ii) any other pack, box, carton, or container
of any kind in which those cigarettes are to be
offered for sale or otherwise distributed to con-
sumers; and

‘‘(B) with respect to those cigarettes being im-
ported into the United States, such importer has
complied, and will continue to comply, with a
rotation plan approved by the Federal Trade
Commission pursuant to section 4(c) of the Fed-
eral Cigarette Labeling and Advertising Act (15
U.S.C. 1333(c)); and

‘‘(3)(A) if such cigarettes bear a United States
trademark registered for cigarettes, a certificate
signed by the owner of such United States
trademark registration for cigarettes (or a per-
son authorized to act on behalf of such owner)
stating under penalties of perjury that such
owner (or authorized person) consents to the im-
portation of such cigarettes into the United
States; and

‘‘(B) a certificate signed by the importer or an
authorized official of such importer stating
under penalties of perjury that the consent re-
ferred to in subparagraph (A) is accurate, re-
mains in effect, and has not been withdrawn.
The Secretary may provide by regulation for the
submission of certifications under this section in
electronic form if, prior to the entry of any ciga-
rettes into the United States, the person re-
quired to provide such certifications submits to
the Secretary a written statement, signed under
penalties of perjury, verifying the accuracy and
completeness of all information contained in
such electronic submissions.
‘‘SEC. 803. ENFORCEMENT.

‘‘(a) CIVIL PENALTY.—Any person who vio-
lates a provision of section 802 shall, in addition
to the tax and any other penalty provided by
law, be liable for a civil penalty for each viola-
tion equal to the greater of $1,000 or 5 times the
amount of the tax imposed by chapter 52 of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 on all cigarettes
that are the subject of such violation.

‘‘(b) FORFEITURES.—Any tobacco product, cig-
arette papers, or tube that was imported into the
United States or is sought to be imported into
the United States in violation of, or without
meeting the requirements of, section 802 shall be
forfeited to the United States. Notwithstanding
any other provision of law, any product for-
feited to the United States pursuant to this title
shall be destroyed.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect 30 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. CRANE) and the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. KLECZKA) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. CRANE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CRANE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 4868.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.
Mr. CRANE. Madam Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Madam Speaker, H.R. 4868 would

make miscellaneous technical and cler-
ical corrections to the trade laws. The
House unanimously passed this legisla-
tion on July 25 of this year, and the
Senate amended the bill on October 31
of this year, also by a unanimous vote.

This bill contains over 155 provisions
temporarily suspending or reducing du-
ties on a wide variety of chemicals, in-
cluding drugs used in the battle
against HIV/AIDS and anticancer
drugs, environmentally friendly herbi-
cides and insecticides, and many or-
ganic dyes. By suspending or reducing
these duties, we can enable U.S. com-
panies that use these products to be
more competitive and cost efficient.
This would help create jobs for Amer-
ican workers, as well as reduce costs
for consumers. At the same time, be-
cause there is no domestic production
of these products, no U.S. industry
would be harmed by these suspensions.

The bill includes two other impor-
tant provisions which I introduced ear-
lier in this Congress. The first provi-
sion would reduce the duty rate return-
ing travelers pay to an amount more in
line with the average duty rate of im-
ported commercial merchandise. My
second provision would provide duty-
free treatment to participants and in-
dividuals associated with all inter-
national athletic events held in the
United States such as the 2002 Winter
Olympics in Salt Lake City.

The bill contains a ban on imports,
exports, and domestic commerce cov-
ering dog and cat fur. This provision
establishes a zero tolerance policy with
strong penalties for anyone who vio-
lates the ban in order to end this ter-
rible practice. The bill also contains
several other provisions that would
benefit Americans and protect the en-
vironment.

In addition, the bill contains a provi-
sion authorizing the President to ex-
tend Permanent Normal Trade Rela-
tions to the country of Georgia. Geor-
gia has had conditional Normal Trade
Relations under the Jackson-Vanik
amendment since 1993 and has been
found in full compliance with the stat-
utory requirements. Georgia became a
member of the World Trade Organiza-
tion in June of this year, and this leg-
islation is necessary in order for the
United States to have a relationship
with Georgia in the WTO.

This legislation should be non-
controversial, and it should be em-
braced by the other body and sent
quickly to the President.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. KLECZKA. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, first of all, let me
thank my colleague, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. CRANE), for yielding
me this time. I do concur with his ex-
planation of the bill, and I do rise in
support of the technical corrections
bill.

Let me just point out, Madam Speak-
er, that the bill reflects a bipartisan ef-
fort; it reflects the input of individual
Members as well as the administration.
As the title suggests, the provisions of
the bill are of a technical nature; but
these are technical changes that will
have a real concrete impact on U.S.
businesses, farmers, workers, and con-
sumers.

For example, the bill suspends and
reduces import duties on over 150
items. The bill also includes an impor-
tant provision to encourage product de-
velopment by testing those products in
the United States. The bill also in-
cludes important provisions to stream-
line the import processing. This will al-
leviate some of the administrative bur-
den that can delay the shipment of
goods from port to consumer.

The bill also contains a piece of legis-
lation that I introduced in the House
last year, along with Senator ROTH.
The background of the bill is that the
Humane Society of the United States
did a study on the importation of dog
and cat fur on articles of clothing and
children’s toys. They went and did this
study, and they found, and they made
film footage, of animals being slaugh-
tered for their fur. They did document
the fact that these articles were
brought in and put on our racks and
shelves in retail establishments here in
the United States. That study was fol-
lowed up by a ‘‘Dateline’’ episode, the
‘‘Dateline Magazine,’’ which showed in
graphic detail how the slaughters of
these animals was done and how the
actual articles of clothing got into this
country.

b 2030
The bill does contain our legislation,

that is, my legislation, Senator ROTH’s
legislation, which does provide a prohi-
bition on importation of these types of
goods coming into this country.

The bill before us changes a couple
items from the original bill. It does
leave out the criminal penalties, and,
hopefully, the bill will still be effective
without that provision. It also changes
the labeling.

But I think, all in all, the measure
that is contained in the legislation is
effective, will stop this practice, will
also stop any of that type of manufac-
turing going on in this country.

So I do thank the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. CRANE) for his inclusion of
this piece of the bill which I think
many constituents and the Humane So-
ciety of the United States really fought
long and hard for. So I thank the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. CRANE) for
that.
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Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-

ance of my time.
Mr. CRANE. Madam Speaker, I yield

2 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS).

Mr. EHLERS. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

Madam Speaker, I just rise to very
briefly thank him and the members of
the committee for their work on this
bill. It is a very important piece of
work which will benefit many, many
people in our Nation. I particularly
wanted to thank him and the Members
of the committee, particularly the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMAS)
for their work on a provision to correct
an injustice which was done to one of
the manufacturers in my district.

The Customs Service had made a
mistake and decision on tariffs. In the
process, either through misunder-
standing or mistake, some money was
set aside which was then ruled to be-
long to the United States Government.
This bill will clarify that, correct it. I
appreciate the efforts of the committee
and particularly the chairman in re-
solving this difficulty satisfactorily,
and I hope satisfactorily to all parties.

Mr. KLECZKA. Madam Speaker, I
yield 6 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Speaker, I
rise to congratulate Philip Morris and
the big tobacco lobby because this bill
represents a victory of massive propor-
tion for the addictive industry as well
as its beneficiaries and supporters here
in the Congress. Indeed, big tobacco is
three for three with this Congress.

First, this particular bill grants it a
new type of trademark protection that
our Federal law does not provide to
any other industry in the entire world.
This special protection will cost Fed-
eral taxpayers millions of dollars to
provide this special cuddly treatment
to the tobacco industry.

Second, the House has already ap-
proved from the Committee on Ways
and Means a very nice gift of about $100
million a year in Federal tax subsidies
to the tobacco industry to promote
sales of tobacco abroad.

Third, the same friends of tobacco
over in the Senate who tucked this pro-
vision in are restricting through the
appropriations process our ability to
maintain a lawsuit in Federal court to
allow Federal taxpayers to recoup all
the losses we have had as a result of
the tobacco industry and its misdeeds.

Americans can look at what has hap-
pened, indeed not only with this bill,
but over the last 6 years in this House,
and rightly say that the tobacco indus-
try has a stranglehold on the United
States House of Representatives.
Sometimes those of us who care about
public health can prevent some of the
wrongdoing, but we are totally unable
to overcome the power of the tobacco
industry to get largely what it wants
from this Congress.

As a result, 3,000 children every day
will get addicted to tobacco and to-

bacco will remain a world pandemic af-
fecting millions of people and causing
millions of deaths.

So while big tobacco has plenty to
celebrate this evening with the special
treatment that Congress is according
it, we who are concerned with this
plague have hope for a better Congress
next year that will be more sensitive to
public health needs.

This particular measure prohibits so-
called gray market cigarettes, for ex-
ample, Marlboros that are made in
Mexico and imported into the United
States and sold at discounted rates by
discounters around the country.

Reasonable measures to address
these gray market cigarettes are not
unreasonable. The State attorneys gen-
eral have rightly complained that
these tobacco products are sold, and
the revenues, though they pay Federal
and State excise taxes, fall outside the
master settlement account that they
negotiated. But Philip Morris and the
other tobacco companies have hidden
behind the State attorneys general who
will really only see for their States
pennies while the tobacco industry
earns millions of dollars as a direct
benefit of this piece of legislation.

As Matt Myers, the president of the
Campaign For Tobacco-Free Kids, has
said, we should not be going forward
with a gray market bill without ad-
dressing the real black market problem
that exists in this country. These
black-market smuggled cigarettes are
costing our States hundreds of millions
of dollars, and they are leading to prob-
lems, not only here, but around the
world.

Far from hurting business, tobacco
companies have found that they can
move their lethal products around the
world by assisting smugglers. Big to-
bacco profits from selling cigarettes to
smugglers who reduce the price for the
black market and increase consump-
tion and sales, helping them to build a
global market.

A good example of this right off the
pages of The Washington Post is ‘‘To-
bacco affiliate pleads guilty to role in
smuggling scheme.’’ This was a major
smuggling operation through RJ Rey-
nolds to move cigarettes into Canada
and avoid the taxes in Canada. My col-
leagues will remember that this was
the same argument that the tobacco
industry used to thwart reform in 1998,
saying we were not doing enough about
smuggling.

Well, this bill provided an excellent
opportunity to do just that. The gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. CRANE) men-
tioned that this bill was approved by
the Committee on Ways and Means.
When it was approved by the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, it did not
have this benefit for the tobacco indus-
try.

When it was approved by the House
of Representatives originally, it did
not have this benefit for the tobacco
industry. But to avoid real reform,
they waited until the Senate to add it
back in, knowing how compliant the
House would be on this matter.

It is estimated that about a third of
the cigarettes in international com-
merce are smuggled cigarettes through
the black market. Recent documents in
the litigation that has occurred here in
the United States shows that U.S. to-
bacco companies were well aware of
such smuggling and considered it an
important advantage to them.

I believe that we need to do more
than just provide special protection for
this industry. Can my colleagues imag-
ine every other industry in America,
whether it is Ralph Lauren or Nike, if
they need a trademark protected, they
do not turn to the Customs Services or
to the Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearm
divisions of the Treasury Department.
They go to court.

But instead of turning to court, what
Philip Morris and the other tobacco
companies will do as a result of this
bill is that they can turn to the Amer-
ican taxpayer and ask the taxpayer,
through the Treasury Department, to
enforce their trademarks in a way that
no other company, no other industry is
entitled to.

That is one of the reasons that
ENACT, a coalition of 55 major na-
tional medical and public health orga-
nizations, including the American Can-
cer Society and the American Heart
Association, have urged that we ad-
dress the black market issue.

Madam Speaker, we need to stop the
real smuggling problem that affects
children in this country and children
around the world that will lead to a
pandemic in which 10 million unique
human beings die every year as a result
of addiction.

We ought to stop the smuggling. We
ought to stop the mugging of the
world’s children through nicotine ad-
diction. Instead this bill, this bill pro-
vides more help to the muggers.

Mr. CRANE. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. KLECZKA. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Mrs. THURMAN).

Mrs. THURMAN. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Wisconsin
for yielding me this time.

Many of us do not necessarily dis-
agree with what the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DOGGETT) has said, and cer-
tainly the newspaper article that he
was showing was directly related to an
issue dealing with black market.

But I have to tell my colleagues, we
have heard from the State or from the
attorneys general across this country.
We have heard from the State legisla-
tures across this country who are very,
very, very concerned about the health
and welfare of their constituencies as
well as we are.

One of the ways that they believe
that we best can get a handle on some
of this is through this thing called the
gray market cigarette, part of this tar-
iff act.

I just want to let my colleagues
know that, just a couple of months
ago, Bob Butterworth, the Attorney
General for the State of Florida, and
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by the way was one of the first attor-
neys general to successfully sue the to-
bacco companies, came to me with this
problem: gray marketers have been
flooding the State of Florida and other
States with cigarettes that skirt the
tobacco master settlement agreement.

Loopholes in the Federal law allow
gray market cigarettes to enter the
country without paying the higher
taxes imposed by the master settle-
ment agreement. General Butterworth
estimates that the State of Florida
alone, just in the State of Florida, will
lose $100 million.

Now, I have to tell my colleagues my
guess is we could have 434 other folks
get up here from all 50 States and talk
about these same kinds of monies that
are going to be lost.

What are these monies being used
for? They are being used for exactly
what the settlement was intended.
They are to stop teenage smoking, to
help with the health and welfare of
these constituencies.

Now, I do not want to have an argu-
ment with the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DOGGETT) because you know what,
we agree. Maybe the black market
issue needs to be addressed. But right
now, in this bill, at this time, with a
compromise and with consensus from
the Senate and the House, this is the
part of the piece of legislation that we
believe takes the right step.

I think our attorneys general agree
with us because they have sent letters.
We have all of our State legislatures, 44
of who also have passed legislation.

So I would just say that I believe
that, while we still have black market
out there, this particular part of this
bill needs to be passed. We need to do
it for the welfare and health of our con-
stituents.

Mr. CRANE. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. KLECZKA. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
I appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy
in yielding me this time.

Madam Speaker, there is an impor-
tant element in this bill that I would
like to express my appreciation to the
gentleman from Illinois (Chairman
CRANE); to the gentleman from Texas
(Chairman ARCHER); the gentleman
from New York (Mr. RANGEL), ranking
member; the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. LEVIN); and the staff on both sides
of the aisle for dealing with something
that actually would penalize good cor-
porate environmental leadership on the
part of American companies.

One of the reasons we have been in-
terested in the opportunities for freer
trade for American enterprise is an op-
portunity to extend American environ-
mental standards and expertise around
the world.

In my State of Oregon, we have a
homegrown shoe company that is now
the largest in the world, Nike. It is not
just the largest shoe company in the
world, but it has developed into a sig-

nificant leader in environmental stand-
ards.

For example, in all the factories in
which Nike does business around the
world, they meet OSHA U.S. air qual-
ity standards. They also have devel-
oped a fascinating approach to recy-
cling shoes. They call it Reuse a Shoe,
where they recycle them instead of
landfilling them.

But this company was faced with a
bizarre and I think counterproductive
interpretation by the U.S. Customs
Service because they were going to be
penalized for recycling the shoes and
giving them away to charity as op-
posed to simply throwing them in the
landfill.

The provisions of the U.S. Customs
Law allows companies to get the Cus-
toms duty drawback if it is destroyed
to the extent that the product has no
commercial value. Unfortunately, the
Customs Service interpreted that so
narrowly that Nike would have been
penalized for this Reuse a Shoe pro-
gram where they grind it up, they
make playgrounds for underserved
inner-city youth.
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In fact, the track at the White House
is used of this recycled material.

I firmly believe that the Customs
Service could and should have inter-
preted the provisions that the product
has no commercial value to cover this,
because clearly Nike was not bene-
fiting. In fact, it was costing them
money to be a good environmental
steward, but they thought it was the
right thing to do.

I really appreciate the committee’s
placing a provision in this bill that
made clear that a company that is a
good environmental steward, that is re-
cycling, is not going to be penalized. I
would like to express my appreciation
to the committee and the staff for
making that adjustment.

Mr. KLECZKA. Madam Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CRANE. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I appreciate profoundly the bipar-
tisan support that we have for this leg-
islation and would urge all of my col-
leagues to support H. Res. 644.

Madam Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. CRANE) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the resolu-
tion, House Resolution 644.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE—RE-
TURNING TO THE SENATE S. 1109,
BEAR PROTECTION ACT OF 2000

Mr. CRANE. Madam Speaker, I rise
to a question of the privileges of the
House.

Madam Speaker, I offer a privileged
resolution (H. Res. 645) and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 645
Resolved, That the bill of the Senate (S.

1109) entitled the ‘‘Bear Protection Act of
2000’’, in the opinion of this House, con-
travenes the first clause of the seventh sec-
tion of the first article of the Constitution of
the United States and is an infringement of
the privileges of this House and that such
bill be respectfully returned to the Senate
with a message communicating this resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution constitutes a question of the
privileges of the House under rule IX.

The gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
CRANE) and the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. KLECZKA) will each control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. CRANE).

Mr. CRANE. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, this resolution is
necessary to return to the Senate the
bill S. 1109 because it contravenes the
constitutional requirement that rev-
enue measures shall originate in the
House of Representatives. S. 1109 would
create a new basis for applying import
restrictions and, therefore, violates
this constitutional requirement.

S. 1109 prohibits the sale, import and
export of bear viscera or any product,
item, substance containing, or labeled
or advertised as containing, bear
viscera. The legislation passed by the
other body would have the effect of cre-
ating a new basis and mechanism for
applying import restrictions. The pro-
vision would have a direct effect on
tariff revenues. The proposed change in
our import laws is a revenue-affecting
infringement on the prerogatives of the
House, which constitutes a revenue
measure in the constitutional sense.
Therefore, I am asking that the House
insist on its constitutional preroga-
tives.

There are numerous precedents for
the action I am requesting. For exam-
ple, on February 25, 1992, the House re-
turned to the Senate S. 884, requiring
the President to impose sanctions, in-
cluding import restrictions, against
countries that failed to eliminate
large-scale driftnet fishing. On April 16,
1996, the House returned to the Senate
S. 1463, amending the definition of in-
dustry under the Safeguard Law with
respect to investigations involving the
import of perishable agricultural prod-
ucts. Again on October 15, 1998, the
House returned to the Senate S. 361,
prohibiting the import of products con-
taining, or labeled as containing, any
substance derived from rhinoceros or
tiger.
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I want to emphasize that this action

does not constitute a rejection of the
Senate bill on its merits. S. 1109, how-
ever, was passed by the other body as a
free-standing bill in contravention to
the constitutional requirement that
revenue measures originate in the
House of Representatives.

Accordingly, the proposed action
today is purely procedural in nature
and is necessary to preserve the prerog-
atives of the House to originate rev-
enue matters. It makes clear to the
Senate that the appropriate procedure
for dealing with revenue measures is
for the House to act first on a revenue
bill and for the Senate to accept it or
amend it as it sees fit.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. KLECZKA. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume to simply say that I support the
resolution and concur with the re-
marks of the gentleman from Illinois.

Madam Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. CRANE. Madam Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.
The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
f

ACCOMPLISHMENTS FOR AMERICA

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Madam Speaker, as
the 106th Congress comes to a close, I
would like to highlight the achieve-
ments of this Republican Congress,
achievements which I think make a
difference in the lives of millions of
Americans.

This Republican Congress is paying
down the national debt, boosting edu-
cation funding, and providing prescrip-
tion drug coverage for millions of sen-
iors, just to name a few of its signifi-
cant accomplishments.

To expand on these, Madam Speaker,
we reduced the national debt by more
than $500 billion, that is half a trillion
dollars, and devoted 100 percent of the
Social Security and Medicare Trust
Funds to strengthen retirement secu-
rity.

Also, Republicans increased funding
for education by more than $2 billion
over the last year. We have given par-
ents and local school officials, not
Washington bureaucrats, more control
over Federal education dollars.

Madam Speaker, we have also worked
to ensure that in America no senior
has to choose between putting food on
the table and medicine in the cabinet.
Our Republican $40 billion plan estab-
lishes a voluntary, affordable prescrip-
tion drug benefit that is available to
every senior.

I am confident that history will be as
good to this Republican-led Congress as
we have been to the American people.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f

TRIBUTE TO GAIL WEISS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CLAY. Madam Speaker, my col-
leagues are all aware of my pending de-
parture at the end of this Congress.
Since my announcement, not a day has
gone by without someone wishing me
their best or an organization or a uni-
versity giving me a tribute in acknowl-
edgment of my commitment to their
causes.

For 32 years, I have served in this
body representing the people of Mis-
souri, but Madam Speaker, there is an-
other person who has served beside me
for those 32 years and will also leave
this House at the end of this session.
She was never elected to this body,
never placed her signature on the cor-
ner of any bill that was placed in the
hopper, but she has had a great impact
on the proceedings of this House. That
person, Madam Speaker, is Gail Weiss,
the Democratic staff director of the
Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

At the end of the Johnson adminis-
tration, she was a young legislative li-
aison in the office of Economic Devel-
opment who chose not to stay on for
the new Nixon administration. I was a
new Member in need of a legislative as-
sistant who knew the issues of my
committee assignment, education and
labor. Gail came to work for me, and
other than for a brief sabbatical to live
in London working for a British mem-
ber of parliament, she has been at my
side for the entire 32 years.

After a few years in my personal of-
fice, she additionally has assisted me
on the Education and Labor staff, then
the Post Office and Civil Service staff,
where she became the queen of amend-
ing the Hatch Act. For 20 years, she
carried the torch to grant political
rights to Federal and postal workers,
and finally stood proudly by my side as
President Clinton signed my bill into
law allowing for those rights. This was
shortly after she stood by my side as
President Clinton signed his first bill
into law, another piece of Clay legisla-
tion that Gail helped to enact, the
Family and Medical Leave Act.

As the last staff director of the Post
Office and Civil Service Committee,
she turned out the lights after my col-
leagues from the majority abolished
that committee. She did so with a
smile and the resolve that showed she
was dedicated to serving this House. No

words or phrases could tear down the
commitment she had to help fight to
improve the lives of working families
and to raise the standard of living for
the less fortunate among us.

Dedication and commitment are
words often bantered about in tributes
to Members of this House, but rarely
have words so aptly described a staff
member. Gail’s demeanor has always
been predicated upon hard work. Ask
any of her colleagues to describe her,
and they will always say fair, frank,
honest, and hard working. She lived by
the motto of never asking anyone to do
anything that she would not do. There
is no doubt about her toughness, her
tenacity, and her frank New York man-
nerisms. But at the end of the battle,
she always has a smile on her face.

When our party lost control of this
House, many wondered how we could
protect the ideals and philosophy that
we were committed to. Gail helped to
find a way to do just that. When I in-
formed her that we would lose 75 per-
cent of the staff we had operated with,
she just smiled and thought of how we
could get jobs for those who were leav-
ing.
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So I am very fortunate that Gail has
been committed to my legislative
ideas. We all are blessed by the dedica-
tion of great staff members. But 32
years, 16 Congresses is a tenure of serv-
ice rarely achieved. There are few leg-
islative times that have served as long
as Gail.

I once said that she was my fair lady.
But she is one of the fairest ladies to
have graced this House. I ask that my
colleagues join me in expressing our
thanks, appreciation, and admiration
for her service, loyalty, and friendship.
Because of her presence, my service in
this House, in this Congress, has been
for the better.

So, Madam Speaker, I thank Gail,
my fair lady, for helping to make that
possible.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Madam Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the subject of my special
order tonight.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
f

RETIREMENT OF HON. TILLIE
FOWLER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Madam Speaker,
I rise now to honor one of our col-
leagues who will be sorely missed next
year in the United States House of
Representatives, my good friend, the
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gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs. TILLIE
FOWLER).

TILLIE and I were both elected to
Congress in 1992. As Members of the
Class of 1992, we quickly became close
friends. I consider her one of my best
friends and confidants here in the
House. She was a true friend through
some of the toughest times of my per-
sonal life and professional career. She
was a tremendous source of strength
for me, and I will never ever forget her
for that.

I have a great amount of admiration
for TILLIE FOWLER. She has served the
people of the Fourth District of Florida
and our Nation with distinction, and I
am so proud of her.

I have been privileged to serve in the
Republican leadership with her. After
her 1998 election, she was elected Vice
Chair of the Republican Conference,
making her the highest ranking woman
in all of Congress.

I feel it so appropriate that TILLIE
holds this position because I know for
me and for many of my colleagues that
she has been a true leader among lead-
ers. She is a tough negotiator, a strong
voice, and she never wavered from her
heartfelt convictions.

As a senior Republican woman on the
House Committee on Armed Services,
the gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs.
FOWLER) has demonstrated her exper-
tise on defense issues. She has gained a
reputation as a leading advocate of a
strong national defense and has worked
with great success on behalf of the
military personnel in her district and
all around this country.

TILLIE also chairs the Subcommittee
on Investigations, Oversight and Emer-
gency Management of the House Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. She played a critical role in
the passage of the 1998 reauthorization
of the 6-year transportation bill, or
TEA–21, which benefited so many of
our districts and fulfilled our Nation’s
transportation needs.

Additionally, TILLIE has also been an
advocate for women and children of our
country. Together, we have worked
with our colleagues to tackle issues,
including children’s health, child abuse
prevention, providing treatment for
breast and cervical cancer patients,
providing relief from the marriage pen-
alty, and bringing education flexibility
to our schools, just to name a few.
TILLIE has been a true champion on so
many of these issues important to
women and families.

TILLIE is an outstanding role model
for those considering a career in poli-
tics. Before she was elected to the
United States House of Representa-
tives, she served as the first Repub-
lican and first woman president of the
Jacksonville City Council. TILLIE has
always led by example and did that so
beautifully prior to becoming involved
in elected politics herself.

Prior to her service on the Jackson-
ville City Council, TILLIE was active in
her community, serving as president of
the Junior League of Jacksonville,

Chair of the Florida Humanities Coun-
cil, and a volunteer for the American
Red Cross and other important non-
profits.

In fact, TILLIE started her career as a
congressional staffer right here on Cap-
itol Hill and later served as the White
House counsel before moving back to
Florida with her beloved husband,
Buck. We should acknowledge the sac-
rifices of TILLIE’s family, including her
lovely little daughters, TILLIE ANNE
and Elizabeth, who watched proudly as
their mother accomplished so much for
so many.

TILLIE FOWLER is a dedicated public
servant who believes in keeping her
word. When she was elected to the
House in 1992, she stated that she in-
tended to accomplish a lot in a short
period of time. And she has done just
that.

I want to personally thank TILLIE for
being a public servant in this, the peo-
ple’s House. I will miss my good friend
greatly. However, the House of Rep-
resentatives is a better place as a re-
sult of her dedicated service.

I wish TILLIE the best of luck in her
future endeavors. She will leave this
Chamber knowing that she left a dis-
tinguished mark on this institution
through her thoughtful leadership, her
common sense legislation, and she has
definitely left a mark on the hearts of
the Members who knew her best and
loved her most.

It is an honor to call TILLIE FOWLER
a friend, and we wish her Godspeed.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure
to join in this tribute to a truly exceptional
Member of Congress and great American,
TILLIE FOWLER of Jacksonville, Florida. After
eight years of dedicated service, has made
the difficult decision to retire from Congress.
Without question, she leaves behind a tremen-
dous record of service, and returns to Florida
having changed Congress and America for the
better.

As the chairman of the House Armed Serv-
ices Committee, I have worked closely with
TILLIE on the annual national defense author-
ization legislation and countless national secu-
rity issues the committee has addressed. As a
senior member of the committee and of the
House leadership team, TILLIE has been an in-
dispensable ally in helping us arrive at the
best possible outcomes on so many difficult
issues over the years. Each of these experi-
ences further convinced me that TILLIE is truly
committed to rebuilding our nation’s military.

TILLIE served on two key panels of the
House Armed Services Committee—the Sub-
committee on Military Readiness and the Sub-
committee on Military Installations and Facili-
ties. Over her eight years in Congress, she
proved herself to be a leader on both panels,
earning the trust and confidence of her fellow
committee members. TILLIE jumped headfirst
into finding ways to stop the decline in military
readiness, and her successful efforts to boost
readiness budgets is largely responsible for
reducing shortfalls in training and spare parts
budgets.

America owes thanks to TILLIE for raising
the level of discourse and concern about de-
fense issues at the top levels of congressional
leadership. During her time in the Congress,

TILLIE has served as the Vice Chairman of the
Republican Conference in the 106th Congress
(the highest-ranking woman in Congress), a
Deputy Majority Whip (1995 to present), and a
member of the Republican Steering Com-
mittee (1995–1996 and 1999–2000). Through-
out her service, TILLIE ensured that congres-
sional leadership shares our concerns about
declining U.S. military capabilities and pro-
vides the resources and attention necessary to
fix it.

Her efforts have been particularly critical
since the end of the cold war, when many
Americans came to believe that the end of the
Soviet threat was the end of the need for a
strong United States military. TILLIE has al-
ways recognized the important role of Amer-
ica’s military in ensuring the future welfare of
the United Sates and our allies. And as she
well knows, though the threats may have
changed, the 21st century world is every bit as
dangerous as it was a decade ago.

TILLIE departure from Congress is a loss to
this institution, our nation, and the U.S. mili-
tary. We will miss her leadership and her patri-
otism—she has been an inspiration to us all.

My wife, Debbie, joins me in offering our
best wishes to TILLIE, her husband, Buck—
who has also become a good friend—and her
family as they move on to bigger and better
things. In light of her strong support of the
U.S. military, especially the Navy, it is only fit-
ting to send TILLIE off with the traditional Navy
farewell wish—‘‘Fair Winds and Following
Seas!’’

Mr. BOYD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay
tribute to one of our colleagues in the House
of Representatives a dear friend of mine from
my home State of Florida, Congresswoman
TILLIE FOWLER.

Representative FOWLER was first elected to
the House in 1992. Since then, she has quick-
ly climbed the leadership ladder and currently
serves as Vice-Chairman of the Republican
Conference. This notable accomplishment
makes her the highest ranking woman in Con-
gress and the only Floridian in the House
Leadership. In addition to her role as Vice
Chairman, Mrs. FOWLER also serves as a Dep-
uty Majority Whip.

Throughout her career in Congress, Rep-
resentative FOWLER has been an inexhaustible
voice for the importance of a strong and ready
national defense. Her Congressional District is
home to many military installations, including
Jacksonville’s Mayport Naval Air Station. Mrs.
FOWLER has worked not only to enhance the
readiness of our military forces and to ensure
that our combat equipment is modernized, but
to improve the quality of life for military per-
sonnel and their dependents—the very reason
that our military is the most powerful fighting
force in the world.

Her political deftness and ability to bring
people together have been a huge benefit to
the people of Florida and our nation. For ex-
ample, when allegations of sexual misconduct
arose at several military training bases, Rep-
resentative FOWLER was appointed to cochair
a Congressional Task Force investigating the
matter.

Mrs. FOWLER has also served on the House
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee.
From her position on this committee, she
worked with other key members of the Florida
delegation to steer millions of needed trans-
portation dollars to Florida when the House re-
authorized the nation’s transportation system.
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Representative FOWLER worked to ensure the
state of Florida, long short-changed under
past funding formulas, would get its fair share
of federal transportation dollars. Thanks to
her, Florida now receives $440 million more
each year than it had in the past to deal with
the severe transportation obstacles that we
face.

Mrs. FOWLER will leave Congress with a leg-
acy that is her own; one of kindness, compas-
sion, and accomplishment. She will forever
serve as a role model to young women and it
has been a pleasure and distinct honor to
serve with her in the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives. Her leadership, intellect, charm
and grace will be sorely missed when she re-
tires from the House of Representatives at the
end of the 106th Congress.

In closing, I wish to extend a heartfelt thank
you to the Fowler family, her husband Buck
and daughters, Tillie Anne and Elizabeth, for
sharing their loving mother and adoring wife
with the American people.

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to my friend and col-
league, the gentlewoman from Florida, U.S.
Representative TILLIE FOWLER. I am proud to
recognize the gentlewoman for her accom-
plishments and wish her continued success as
she retires from the United States Congress.

TILLIE FOWLER is one of the hardest working
and most effective Members of our Florida
Delegation. She brings to the job a level of
commitment, intelligence and thoughtfulness
that transcends partisan considerations. In ad-
dition, TILLIE has been a pleasure to work
with. I know I speak for Members on both
sides of the aisle, when I say that her calm
judgment and pleasant manner has been truly
appreciated in our deliberations and will be
sorely missed.

Congresswoman FOWLER has a long history
of public and community service. In 1985, she
was elected to the Jacksonville City Council
and was soon named President of the City
Council, the first woman and first Republican
to serve in that role. After devoting more than
two decades to serving the community of
Jacksonville, TILLIE FOWLER was elected to the
United States House of Representatives No-
vember 3rd, 1992. As a new member of Con-
gress, she brought her energetic, compas-
sionate, common sense approach to getting
things done in Washington. She has worked to
end the governmental gridlock so that the real
needs of the people—jobs, education, health
care—can be addressed in a conservative but
constructive manner.

As a Member serving on the Armed Serv-
ices Committee, Congresswoman FOWLER has
gained a reputation as a determined advocate
of a strong national defense and she has
worked with great success on behalf of the
military personnel and facilities in her district
and around the country. Congressional Quar-
terly said of Fowler’s work on the committee,
‘‘FOWLER is a polite but persistent advocate for
building new military, upgrading wharf facilities
and the like.’’ Her position on the House
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee
has provided her with a tremendous oppor-
tunity to improve our nation’s roads, mass
transit, water and public works infrastructure.
Last year, her colleagues elected her to the
5th-ranking position in the House Republican
Leadership, Vice Chairperson of the Repub-
lican Conference, making her the highest-
ranking Republican woman in Congress and
the only Floridian in the House Leadership.

In addition to her work in both local and na-
tional government, she has been active in
many organizations which work to improve the
quality of life in Jacksonville. She was a
founding member of the Duval County Public
Education Foundation, past president of the
Junior League, past chairman of Volunteer
Jacksonville, a member of the Mayor’s Com-
mission on the Status of Women and of Lead-
ership Jacksonville. On the state level, she
served for two years as the Chair of the Flor-
ida Endowment for the Humanities.

TILLIE, I think you can take great pride in
your accomplishments here and in the imprint
that you have made in this institution. We,
who will be returning to the 107th Congress,
will miss you. I wish you the very best in any
challenge you undertake.

Mr. Speaker, Congresswoman FOWLER’s de-
cision not to run for a fifth term is a loss to this
institution, to her colleagues, and in particular
to her constituents. She promised that she
would only serve four terms. It is very much
like TILLIE to keep her word and I am sad to
see that the time has gone so fast. She will be
remembered for her commitment and deter-
mination to bring about change for the people
of her District and for her fair and skilled lead-
ership in public service. The people of Flor-
ida’s Fourth Congressional District will miss
her and so will we.

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay
tribute in the best bipartisan tradition to my
colleague and my friend, Congresswoman
TILLIE FOWLER of Florida. I can truly say I am
sorry to see her go.

TILLIE and I have served together on the
House Armed Services Committee during her
entire tenure in the House of Representatives.
I believe I can speak for my colleagues on the
committee on both sides of the aisle when I
say that she has never failed to impress us
with her deep understanding and grasp of the
issues and challenges facing our national de-
fense structure. She constantly showed her
skills as an attorney in her probing questioning
of hearing witnesses and her summations to
the committee members. She never backed
away from a flight, but she never made it per-
sonal, either.

More particularly, TILLIE and I have worked
together for these 6 years as members of the
executive committee of the House Depot Cau-
cus. Again, we put partisan differences aside
as we fought with the Pentagon, industry and
even our own colleagues here in the Congress
in our efforts to ensure that the Department of
Defense always has a ready and controlled
source of repair for our vital weapon systems,
namely our organic depots. We won most of
those battles, and those victories are due to
the strong consensus and teamwork that
TILLIE helped forge among our Depot Caucus
members, both Democrats and Republicans.

Mr. Speaker, I don’t like term limits, and
TILLIE FOWLER is one of the best reasons I
know of to do away with them. While I admire
her for sticking to her principles and adhering
to her self-imposed limit of three terms in the
House, I for one know that our nation is losing
a fine public servant and our armed forces, in-
cluding the Naval Academy where she is a
member of the Board of Visitors, are losing a
dedicated advocate. However, I expect we will
see Tillie again in some other job at the na-
tional level which will put the skills she refined
here in the House to good use for our country.

TILLIE, mi amiga y mi comadre, we will miss
you here in the House and on the Armed

Services Committee. Thank you for your serv-
ice to this great institution and to our nation.
Vaya con Dios!

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, as the 106th
Congress draws to an end, we can celebrate
many of our accomplishments—the Social Se-
curity lockbox, the third annual budget surplus
in a row, and more than $300 billion in debt
reduction.

The end of the 106th Congress also means
bidding farewell to many of our colleagues.
Among the outstanding public servants who
are stepping down is TILLIE FOWLER of Jack-
sonville. Her dedication and expertise will be
sorely missed.

Mr. Speaker, my district covers all or part of
nine counties and is contiguous to 6 other
congressional districts—five of them in Florida.
My district stretches from just outside of Or-
lando all the way to the Georgia border. This
gives me the honor of representing a portion
of Jacksonville, and this has given me the
privilege of working closely with Congress-
woman FOWLER on many issues.

Not so long ago, Jacksonville was looked
upon as a small city supporting paper mills, a
commercial port, and military bases. Today,
the Jacksonville area numbers one million
people and the city is recognized as a vibrant,
growing urban center. Although it has shed
some its past, Jacksonville maintains its
strong commitment to our armed services as
the host to major military facilities.

The successful transformation of Jackson-
ville over the past two decades owes much to
TILLIE FOWLER. She has worked on behalf of
the area as a volunteer, and as an elected of-
ficial at the local and federal levels. This dedi-
cation to public service is a family trait.

TILLIE’S father, Culver Kidd, served for 42
years in the Georgia legislature; and her moth-
er, Katherine Kidd, was a community leader.
TILLIE learned about civic and local involve-
ment in Milledgeville, Georgia. I should point
out that Milledgeville has contributed a great
deal to this nation. It was also the home of the
distinguished writer Flannery O’Connor and
the long-time Chairman of the House Armed
Services Committee Carl Vinson.

From her small hometown, my colleague
pursued her education at Emory University in
Atlanta earning a B.A. in political science and
late a J.D. Armed with her law degree, TILLIE
came here to Washington, D.C., and worked
on the staff of Congressman Robert Stephens
of Georgia. Her strong talents were soon rec-
ognized and she was brought to the White
House as a counsel in the Nixon Administra-
tion.

During this period, TILLIE not only expanded
her professional horizons, she met and mar-
ried a fellow attorney, L. Buck Fowler. In 1971,
she moved with her husband to Jacksonville,
Florida, where she set about the important job
of raising a family, two daughters, Tillie Ann
and Elizabeth. Although she put her career on
hold, TILLIE did not ease up on public service.
She volunteered her efforts as the President
of the Junior League of Jacksonville, with the
American Red Cross, and other charitable
groups.

In 1985, she returned to the political scene
with her election to the City Council and
served on the council from 1985 through
1992. In 1989, she became President of the
Jacksonville City Council, the first Republican
and the first woman to hold that position. Al-
though she retired from the council in 1992,
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her political career was just changing direc-
tion; she then successfully ran for Congress.

Congresswoman FOWLER returned to Wash-
ington with an ambitious agenda. She had
vowed to make Mayport Naval Station a top
priority and she succeeded. Through her posi-
tion on the Armed Services Committee, she
has built a reputation as an advocate of a
strong national defense. She has improved the
nation’s commitment to military personnel and
facilities in her district, throughout the nation,
and around the world.

Her tenure on the Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee has also resulted in major
improvements for Florida. Florida is a rapidly
growing state and deserves a greater share of
transportation funding. Through Mrs. FOWLER’s
efforts, Florida is receiving an additional $440
million annually for its transportation needs.
Due to her experience with the Transportation
Committee, Congressman FOWLER was
named Chairman of the newly created Sub-
committee on Oversight, Investigations and
Emergency Management.

While making her first run for Congress in
1992, Mrs. FOWLER offered to limit herself to
four terms. Although she was asked by her
leadership and her colleagues to reconsider,
TILLIE is stepping down after four terms. After
all, she has accomplished the goals she set
out to achieve eight years ago.

We are losing more than an experienced
lawmaker, we are losing a good friend. In fact,
Mrs. FOWLER has been a good friend to the
people of Florida, and perhaps more impor-
tantly, the men and women of our armed serv-
ices. It has been an honor to serve and work
with TILLIE and we will miss her.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

TRIBUTE TO HON. TILLIE K.
FOWLER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Illinois
(Mrs. BIGGERT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I am
delighted to join the gentlewoman
from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE) to honor the re-
markable career of my friend and col-
league, TILLIE FOWLER.

TILLIE has served the Fourth District
of Florida, this body, and her country
with integrity and loyalty. She has
been a role model and a friend to me
during my freshman term here in Con-
gress, and I will miss her greatly.

When I first met TILLIE, I knew we
would get along well because of our
similar background. TILLIE and I are
two of only three Republican women
attorneys in the House, and both of us
have been very active in our home
communities before coming to Wash-
ington.

At the time when TILLIE and I grad-
uated from our law schools, there were
very few women going into the legal

profession and even fewer options for
women attorneys. We had to create our
own options, and TILLIE certainly did
so by deciding to move to Washington
and begin a career in public service.

She worked first as a congressional
staffer, then as counsel in the Nixon
administration before moving to Jack-
sonville, Florida, with her husband,
Buck, to raise their daughters, Tillie
and Elizabeth. TILLIE established a
solid reputation in Jacksonville as a
local leader long before running for
Congress. She was president of the Jun-
ior League, chairman of the Florida
Humanities Council, and president of
the City Council.

Because of this background, TILLIE is
dedicated to maintaining excellent re-
lations with her constituents. TILLIE
serves her district with pride, which
you can tell just by walking into her
office. In addition to the Jacksonville
Jaguars football helmet proudly dis-
played in her office, artwork from her
district lines the walls, and books
around her district decorate the recep-
tion area.

From the beginning, TILLIE made
strong national defense one of her top
priorities. When bases around the coun-
try were being closed in the early
1990’s, TILLIE fought to ensure that two
of the bases in Jacksonville were kept
open. Because of such dedication, she is
known and admired by the military
community.

Our Tuesday Lunch Bunch relies
heavily on her expertise in military af-
fairs. As such an effective leader,
TILLIE has been the true role model,
not only for those of us who follow her
in Congress but for people everywhere.

An even greater testament to her
character and leadership is that not
only do so many Members respect and
admire her but that her own staff does
as well. Her staff is extremely loyal to
her and most of them have been with
her for many years.

TILLIE established herself as the lead-
er from her first day in Congress. As a
freshman, she was elected co-chair of
the Freshmen Republican Task Force;
and in her second term, she became a
deputy whip. She is currently the
chairman of the Committee on Trans-
portation Subcommittee on Investiga-
tions, Oversight and Emergency Man-
agement and is the senior Republican
woman on the Committee on Armed
Services.

As Vice Chair of the Republican Con-
ference, she is not only the highest
ranking woman in Congress but the
first Floridian to hold the position.
With such a record of leadership, it is
no wonder she was elected unopposed
in 1994, 1996, and 1998.

A few weeks ago, I heard a fellow
Member on the floor affectionately
refer to TILLIE as a real-life Steel Mag-
nolia. I could not agree more. In fact,
TILLIE takes great pride in being re-
ferred to by Working Women Magazine
as a drill sergeant disguised as a
Southern belle.

Throughout her career, TILLIE has al-
ways been dedicated to standing up for

what is right. The strength of char-
acter has made her a great asset to this
body.

TILLIE has been a true friend, and we
will all miss her leadership. However, I
am very confident to say that this is
not, as they say, farewell and not good-
bye. I know this will not be the last
time that we will hear from TILLIE
FOWLER. I look forward to seeing what
she will do next because I know that,
in whatever capacity she chooses to
serve, she will serve her country and
the good people of Florida with integ-
rity, courage, and unending enthu-
siasm.

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. BIGGERT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Alabama.

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to join with those of us who are prais-
ing TILLIE FOWLER to tell them that I
had the opportunity to be in Jackson-
ville and give the commencement ad-
dress to the Jacksonville University
senior class; and while there, I had the
opportunity to meet with most all of
the leaders of Jacksonville.

Up here it is easy almost to be a hero
amongst ourselves. But we are seldom
a hero in our own hometown. And the
respect that TILLIE FOWLER has in her
hometown is something that is almost
astonishing. Every business leader
there praised her. They were so happy
to have her here. And they knew that
she was term-limiting herself and they
knew that she was not coming back,
and they were remorseful of that.

I think it is a great compliment that
we also recognize that not only is she a
hero to us, but TILLIE FOWLER is a hero
in her own hometown.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

(Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New Jersey (Mrs. ROU-
KEMA) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. ROUKEMA addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

TRIBUTE TO HON. TILLIE K.
FOWLER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Florida
(Mrs. THURMAN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. THURMAN. Madam Speaker, I
too rise today to pay tribute to an ex-
traordinary woman and someone I call
a friend, the Honorable TILLIE K.
FOWLER.

Representative FOWLER is a dynamic
and compassionate leader, who I am
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sorry to say is retiring this year from
Congress after 8 years of dedicated
service to the people of Florida.

As the daughter of an esteemed and
respected member of the Georgia legis-
lature, Mrs. FOWLER grew up with a
commitment to public service. Cer-
tainly, in the Fowler family, you could
say the apple does not fall far from the
tree.

After serving as a White House aide
during the Nixon administrations, the
gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs.
FOWLER) moved to Jacksonville, Flor-
ida, to start a political career of her
own. From 1985 to 1992, she served on
the Jacksonville City Council with dis-
tinction. During that period, the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Mrs. FOWLER)
became the council’s first woman
president.

Her experience in Jacksonville pre-
pared her to seek higher office by shap-
ing her into an innovative and effective
leader.

After being elected to Congress in
1992, Representative FOWLER secured
appointments on both the House Com-
mittee on Armed Services and on the
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. She also earned the es-
teemed title of Vice Chair of the Re-
publican Conference, making her the
highest ranking woman in the Congress
and the first Floridian to hold a posi-
tion in the elected majority leadership.
She also serves as the deputy majority
whip.

Representative FOWLER has contin-
ually and successfully worked in a bi-
partisan way to improve the quality of
life for Floridians. I have had the privi-
lege of working closely with Represent-
ative FOWLER on several key bills for
the State of Florida. I will always
greatly appreciate Representative
FOWLER’s willingness to build bipar-
tisan coalitions for the betterment of
our State.

A primary example of her ability to
foster bipartisan consensus in the
House evolves around our State’s great
need to develop alternative water
sources. Together, Representative
FOWLER and I authored an alternative
water source development bill that
overwhelmingly passed the House this
session.

The measure would provide a 5-year
Federal grant program to fund water
projects designed to meet Florida’s
growing demands for water through
planning and advanced technology.

I am pleased to say that Congress-
woman FOWLER is among the many
members of the Florida congressional
delegation who are committed to im-
proving and securing Florida’s water
supply for generations to come. This is
an issue of great concern to Florida,
where a booming population threatens
to strain existing drinking water re-
sources.

I have always admired TILLIE’s fore-
sight in addressing this potential fu-
ture problem by reusing and reclaiming
alternative water sources. This is the
best way to prevent a drinking water

crisis from occurring in the State. Her
help in furthering this legislation
promises to one day benefit all in Flor-
ida’s communities.

I have been further impressed by
Congresswoman FOWLER’s efforts to
improve Florida’s highways and to ex-
pand access to mass transit. In 1998,
Congresswoman FOWLER, through her
position on the House Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure, was
able to secure millions of dollars in ad-
ditional Federal funding for Florida’s
transportation needs. Her hard work
and commitment to passing these bills
underscores once again her dedication
to the people of Florida.

TILLIE FOWLER is also an advocate for
maintaining our country’s strong na-
tional defense. In that role, she has
worked to improve the lives of our men
and women in uniform and our Na-
tion’s veterans.

Among her many accomplishments,
she was instrumental in the passage of
expanded health care benefits for mili-
tary retirees, which were included in
the U.S. Department of Defense Con-
ference Report. This shows her true
commitment to honoring our Nation’s
promise to its veterans and military
retirees.

I would also like to take the time to
commend Congresswoman FOWLER for
her work to promote the humanities.
As a past chairwoman of the Florida
Humanities Council, she brought her
appreciation for preserving culture
with her to Washington.

In recognition of her contributions,
Representative FOWLER was awarded
this year the Distinguished Service
Award by the National Humanities Al-
liance.

Madam Speaker, please join me in
paying tribute to the Honorable TILLIE
K. FOWLER, a woman of integrity, per-
severance, and honor.

b 2115

We are so grateful for her devoted
service to the people of Florida. I wish
her well in the years ahead and I hope
she will continue to stay active in the
community. After all, Florida needs
dedicated public servants like TILLIE
FOWLER, whose legacy will live on in
the many lives she has touched.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Florida
(Mrs. FOWLER) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mrs. FOWLER addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 4811,
FOREIGN OPERATIONS, EXPORT
FINANCING, AND RELATED PRO-
GRAMS APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2001

Mr. CALLAHAN submitted the fol-
lowing conference report and state-
ment on the bill (H.R. 4811) making ap-

propriations for foreign operations, ex-
port financing, and related programs
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2001, and for other purposes:

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 106–997)

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
4811) ‘‘making appropriations for foreign op-
erations, export financing, and related pro-
grams for the fiscal year ending September
30, 2001, and for other purposes’’, having met,
after full and free conference, have agreed to
recommend and do recommend to their re-
spective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as
follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted
by said amendment, insert:

Section 101. (a) The provisions of H.R. 5526 of
the 106th Congress, as introduced on October 24,
2000, are hereby enacted into law.

(b). In publishing the Act in slip form and in
the United States Statues at Large pursuant to
section 112, of title 1, United States Code, the
Archivist of the United States shall include after
the date of approval at the end an appendix set-
ting forth the text of the bill referred to in sub-
section (a) of this section.

And the Senate agreed to the same.
SONNY CALLAHAN,
JOHN EDWARD PORTER,
FRANK R. WOLF,
RON PACKARD,
JOE KNOLLENBERG,
JACK KINGSTON,
JERRY LEWIS,
ROGER F. WICKER,
BILL YOUNG,
NANCY PELOSI,
NITA M. LOWEY,
JESSE JACKSON, Jr.,
CAROLYN C. KILPATRICK,
MARTIN OLAV SABO,
DAVE OBEY,

(except for cap adjust-
ment),

Managers on the Part of the House.

MITCH MCCONNELL,
ARLEN SPECTER,
JUDD GREGG,
RICHARD SHELBY,
ROBERT F. BENNETT,
BEN NIGHTHORSE

CAMPBELL,
KIT BOND,
TED STEVENS,
PATRICK LEAHY,
FRANK R. LAUTENBERG,
TOM HARKIN,
BARBARA A. MIKULSKI,
PATTY MURRAY,
ROBERT C. BYRD,

Managers on the Part of the Senate.

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF THE
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE

The managers on the part of the House and
Senate at the conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendment
of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 4811) ‘‘making
appropriations for foreign operations, export
financing, and related programs for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2001’’, submit
the following joint statement to the House
and Senate in explanation of the effect of the
action agreed upon by the managers and rec-
ommended in the accompanying conference
report:

The conference agreement would enact the
provisions of H.R. 5526 as introduced on Octo-
ber 24, 2000. The text of that bill follows:
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A BILL Making appropriations for foreign

operations, export financing, and related
programs for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2001, and for other purposes.
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2001, and for
other purposes, namely:

TITLE I—EXPORT AND INVESTMENT
ASSISTANCE

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF THE UNITED STATES

The Export-Import Bank of the United States
is authorized to make such expenditures within
the limits of funds and borrowing authority
available to such corporation, and in accord-
ance with law, and to make such contracts and
commitments without regard to fiscal year limi-
tations, as provided by section 104 of the Gov-
ernment Corporation Control Act, as may be
necessary in carrying out the program for the
current fiscal year for such corporation: Pro-
vided, That none of the funds available during
the current fiscal year may be used to make ex-
penditures, contracts, or commitments for the
export of nuclear equipment, fuel, or technology
to any country other than a nuclear-weapon
state as defined in Article IX of the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons eligi-
ble to receive economic or military assistance
under this Act that has detonated a nuclear ex-
plosive after the date of the enactment of this
Act.

SUBSIDY APPROPRIATION

For the cost of direct loans, loan guarantees,
insurance, and tied-aid grants as authorized by
section 10 of the Export-Import Bank Act of
1945, as amended, $865,000,000 to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2004: Provided, That
such costs, including the cost of modifying such
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That such sums shall remain available
until September 30, 2019 for the disbursement of
direct loans, loan guarantees, insurance and
tied-aid grants obligated in fiscal years 2001,
2002, 2003, and 2004: Provided further, That
none of the funds appropriated by this Act or
any prior Act appropriating funds for foreign
operations, export financing, or related pro-
grams for tied-aid credits or grants may be used
for any other purpose except through the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Committees
on Appropriations: Provided further, That
funds appropriated by this paragraph are made
available notwithstanding section 2(b)(2) of the
Export Import Bank Act of 1945, in connection
with the purchase or lease of any product by
any East European country, any Baltic State or
any agency or national thereof.

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

For administrative expenses to carry out the
direct and guaranteed loan and insurance pro-
grams, including hire of passenger motor vehi-
cles and services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109,
and not to exceed $30,000 for official reception
and representation expenses for members of the
Board of Directors, $62,000,000: Provided, That
necessary expenses (including special services
performed on a contract or fee basis, but not in-
cluding other personal services) in connection
with the collection of moneys owed the Export-
Import Bank, repossession or sale of pledged col-
lateral or other assets acquired by the Export-
Import Bank in satisfaction of moneys owed the
Export-Import Bank, or the investigation or ap-
praisal of any property, or the evaluation of the
legal or technical aspects of any transaction for
which an application for a loan, guarantee or
insurance commitment has been made, shall be
considered nonadministrative expenses for the
purposes of this heading: Provided further,
That, notwithstanding subsection (b) of section
117 of the Export Enhancement Act of 1992, sub-

section (a) thereof shall remain in effect until
October 1, 2001.

OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION

NONCREDIT ACCOUNT

The Overseas Private Investment Corporation
is authorized to make, without regard to fiscal
year limitations, as provided by 31 U.S.C. 9104,
such expenditures and commitments within the
limits of funds available to it and in accordance
with law as may be necessary: Provided, That
the amount available for administrative ex-
penses to carry out the credit and insurance
programs (including an amount for official re-
ception and representation expenses which shall
not exceed $35,000) shall not exceed $38,000,000:
Provided further, That project-specific trans-
action costs, including direct and indirect costs
incurred in claims settlements, and other direct
costs associated with services provided to spe-
cific investors or potential investors pursuant to
section 234 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961,
shall not be considered administrative expenses
for the purposes of this heading.

PROGRAM ACCOUNT

For the cost of direct and guaranteed loans,
$24,000,000, as authorized by section 234 of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to be derived by
transfer from the Overseas Private Investment
Corporation noncredit account: Provided, That
such costs, including the cost of modifying such
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That such sums shall be available for di-
rect loan obligations and loan guaranty commit-
ments incurred or made during fiscal years 2001
and 2002: Provided further, That such sums
shall remain available through fiscal year 2010
for the disbursement of direct and guaranteed
loans obligated in fiscal years 2001 and 2002:
Provided further, That in addition, such sums
as may be necessary for administrative expenses
to carry out the credit program may be derived
from amounts available for administrative ex-
penses to carry out the credit and insurance
programs in the Overseas Private Investment
Corporation Noncredit Account and merged
with said account.

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of section 661 of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961, $50,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2002.

TITLE II—BILATERAL ECONOMIC
ASSISTANCE

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

For expenses necessary to enable the Presi-
dent to carry out the provisions of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961, and for other purposes,
to remain available until September 30, 2001, un-
less otherwise specified herein, as follows:

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

CHILD SURVIVAL AND DISEASE PROGRAMS FUND

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of chapters 1 and 10 of part I of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, for child survival,
basic education, assistance to combat tropical
and other infectious diseases, and related activi-
ties, in addition to funds otherwise available for
such purposes, $963,000,000, to remain available
until expended: Provided, That this amount
shall be made available for such activities as: (1)
immunization programs; (2) oral rehydration
programs; (3) health and nutrition programs,
and related education programs, which address
the needs of mothers and children; (4) water and
sanitation programs; (5) assistance for displaced
and orphaned children; (6) programs for the
prevention, treatment, and control of, and re-
search on, tuberculosis, HIV/AIDS, polio, ma-
laria and other infectious diseases; and (7) basic
education programs for children: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds appropriated
under this heading may be made available for
nonproject assistance, except that funds may be

made available for such assistance for basic
education and ongoing health programs: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds appropriated
under this heading, not to exceed $125,000, in
addition to funds otherwise available for such
purposes, may be used to monitor and provide
oversight of child survival, maternal health, and
infectious disease programs: Provided further,
That the following amounts should be allocated
as follows: $295,000,000 for child survival and
maternal health; $30,000,000 for vulnerable chil-
dren; $300,000,000 for HIV/AIDS; $125,000,000 for
other infectious diseases; $103,000,000 for chil-
dren’s basic education; and $110,000,000 for
UNICEF: Provided further, That of the funds
appropriated under this heading, up to
$50,000,000 may be made available for a United
States contribution to the Global Fund for Chil-
dren’s Vaccines, up to $10,000,000 may be made
available for the International AIDS Vaccine
Initiative, and up to $20,000,000 may be made
available for a United States contribution to an
international HIV/AIDS fund as authorized by
subtitle B, title I of Public Law 106–264, or a
comparable international HIV/AIDS fund.

DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of sections 103 through 106, and chapter 10
of part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961,
title V of the International Security and Devel-
opment Cooperation Act of 1980 (Public Law 96–
533) and the provisions of section 401 of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1969, $1,305,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2002: Pro-
vided, That of the amount appropriated under
this heading, up to $12,000,000 may be made
available for and apportioned directly to the
Inter-American Foundation: Provided further,
That of the amount appropriated under this
heading, up to $16,000,000 may be made avail-
able for the African Development Foundation
and shall be apportioned directly to that agen-
cy: Provided further, That none of the funds
made available in this Act nor any unobligated
balances from prior appropriations may be made
available to any organization or program which,
as determined by the President of the United
States, supports or participates in the manage-
ment of a program of coercive abortion or invol-
untary sterilization: Provided further, That
none of the funds made available under this
heading may be used to pay for the performance
of abortion as a method of family planning or to
motivate or coerce any person to practice abor-
tions; and that in order to reduce reliance on
abortion in developing nations, funds shall be
available only to voluntary family planning
projects which offer, either directly or through
referral to, or information about access to, a
broad range of family planning methods and
services, and that any such voluntary family
planning project shall meet the following re-
quirements: (1) service providers or referral
agents in the project shall not implement or be
subject to quotas, or other numerical targets, of
total number of births, number of family plan-
ning acceptors, or acceptors of a particular
method of family planning (this provision shall
not be construed to include the use of quan-
titative estimates or indicators for budgeting
and planning purposes); (2) the project shall not
include payment of incentives, bribes, gratuities,
or financial reward to: (A) an individual in ex-
change for becoming a family planning accep-
tor; or (B) program personnel for achieving a
numerical target or quota of total number of
births, number of family planning acceptors, or
acceptors of a particular method of family plan-
ning; (3) the project shall not deny any right or
benefit, including the right of access to partici-
pate in any program of general welfare or the
right of access to health care, as a consequence
of any individual’s decision not to accept family
planning services; (4) the project shall provide
family planning acceptors comprehensible infor-
mation on the health benefits and risks of the
method chosen, including those conditions that
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might render the use of the method inadvisable
and those adverse side effects known to be con-
sequent to the use of the method; and (5) the
project shall ensure that experimental contra-
ceptive drugs and devices and medical proce-
dures are provided only in the context of a sci-
entific study in which participants are advised
of potential risks and benefits; and, not less
than 60 days after the date on which the Ad-
ministrator of the United States Agency for
International Development determines that
there has been a violation of the requirements
contained in paragraph (1), (2), (3), or (5) of this
proviso, or a pattern or practice of violations of
the requirements contained in paragraph (4) of
this proviso, the Administrator shall submit to
the Committee on International Relations and
the Committee on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and to the Committee on For-
eign Relations and the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the Senate, a report containing a de-
scription of such violation and the corrective ac-
tion taken by the Agency: Provided further,
That in awarding grants for natural family
planning under section 104 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 no applicant shall be dis-
criminated against because of such applicant’s
religious or conscientious commitment to offer
only natural family planning; and, addition-
ally, all such applicants shall comply with the
requirements of the previous proviso: Provided
further, That for purposes of this or any other
Act authorizing or appropriating funds for for-
eign operations, export financing, and related
programs, the term ‘‘motivate’’, as it relates to
family planning assistance, shall not be con-
strued to prohibit the provision, consistent with
local law, of information or counseling about all
pregnancy options: Provided further, That
nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to
alter any existing statutory prohibitions against
abortion under section 104 of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961: Provided further, That none of
the funds appropriated under this heading may
be made available for any activity which is in
contravention to the Convention on Inter-
national Trade in Endangered Species of Flora
and Fauna (CITES): Provided further, That of
the funds appropriated under this heading that
are made available for assistance programs for
displaced and orphaned children and victims of
war, not to exceed $25,000, in addition to funds
otherwise available for such purposes, may be
used to monitor and provide oversight of such
programs: Provided further, That of the aggre-
gate amount of the funds appropriated by this
Act to carry out part I of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961 and the Support for East European
Democracy (SEED) Act of 1989, not less than
$310,000,000 should be made available for agri-
culture and rural development programs of
which $30,000,000 should be made available for
plant biotechnology research and development:
Provided further, That not less than $2,300,000
should be made available for core support for
the International Fertilizer Development Center:
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than
$5,200,000 shall be made available to AmeriCares
for the construction, rehabilitation, and oper-
ation of community-based primary healthcare
facilities in Nicaragua, Honduras, Guatemala,
and El Salvador: Provided further, That of the
funds appropriated under this heading, not less
than $500,000 should be made available for sup-
port of the United States Telecommunications
Training Institute: Provided further, That of
the funds appropriated under this heading, not
less than $17,000,000 should be made available
for the American Schools and Hospitals Abroad
program: Provided further, That of the funds
appropriated under this heading, not less than
$2,000,000 should be available to support an
international media training center.

CYPRUS

Of the funds appropriated under the headings
‘‘Development Assistance’’ and ‘‘Economic Sup-

port Fund’’, not less than $15,000,000 shall be
made available for Cyprus to be used only for
scholarships, administrative support of the
scholarship program, bicommunal projects, and
measures aimed at reunification of the island
and designed to reduce tensions and promote
peace and cooperation between the two commu-
nities on Cyprus.

LEBANON

Of the funds appropriated under the headings
‘‘Development Assistance’’ and ‘‘Economic Sup-
port Fund’’, not less than $35,000,000 shall be
made available for Lebanon to be used, among
other programs, for scholarships and direct sup-
port of the American educational institutions in
Lebanon.

BURMA

Of the funds appropriated under the headings
‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ and ‘‘Development
Assistance’’, not less than $6,500,000 shall be
made available to support democracy activities
in Burma, democracy and humanitarian activi-
ties along the Burma-Thailand border, and for
Burmese student groups and other organizations
located outside Burma: Provided, That funds
made available for Burma-related activities
under this heading may be made available not-
withstanding any other provision of law: Pro-
vided further, That the provision of such funds
shall be made available subject to the regular
notification procedures of the Committees on
Appropriations.

CONSERVATION FUND

Of the funds made available under the head-
ings ‘‘Development Assistance’’ and ‘‘Economic
Support Fund’’, not less than $4,000,000 should
be made available to support the preservation of
habitats and related activities for endangered
wildlife.

PRIVATE AND VOLUNTARY ORGANIZATIONS

None of the funds appropriated or otherwise
made available by this Act for development as-
sistance may be made available to any United
States private and voluntary organization, ex-
cept any cooperative development organization,
which obtains less than 20 percent of its total
annual funding for international activities from
sources other than the United States Govern-
ment: Provided, That the Administrator of the
Agency for International Development, after in-
forming the Committees on Appropriations, may,
on a case-by-case basis, waive the restriction
contained in this paragraph, after taking into
account the effectiveness of the overseas devel-
opment activities of the organization, its level of
volunteer support, its financial viability and
stability, and the degree of its dependence for its
financial support on the agency.

Funds appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able under title II of this Act should be made
available to private and voluntary organiza-
tions at a level which is at least equivalent to
the level provided in fiscal year 1995.

INTERNATIONAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE

For necessary expenses for international dis-
aster relief, rehabilitation, and reconstruction
assistance pursuant to section 491 of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, $165,000,000,
to remain available until expended.

TRANSITION INITIATIVES

For necessary expenses for international dis-
aster rehabilitation and reconstruction assist-
ance pursuant to section 491 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, $50,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, to support transition to de-
mocracy and to long-term development of coun-
tries in crisis: Provided, That such support may
include assistance to develop, strengthen, or
preserve democratic institutions and processes,
revitalize basic infrastructure, and foster the
peaceful resolution of conflict: Provided further,
That the United States Agency for International
Development shall submit a report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations at least 5 days prior
to beginning a new program of assistance.

MICRO AND SMALL ENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT
PROGRAM ACCOUNT

For the cost of direct loans and loan guaran-
tees, $1,500,000, as authorized by section 108 of
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961: Provided,
That such costs shall be as defined in section
502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974:
Provided further, That guarantees of loans
made under this heading in support of micro-
enterprise activities may guarantee up to 70 per-
cent of the principal amount of any such loans
notwithstanding section 108 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961. In addition, for administra-
tive expenses to carry out programs under this
heading, $500,000, all of which may be trans-
ferred to and merged with the appropriation for
Operating Expenses of the Agency for Inter-
national Development: Provided further, That
funds made available under this heading shall
remain available until September 30, 2002.

DEVELOPMENT CREDIT PROGRAM ACCOUNT

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)
For the cost of direct loans and loan guaran-

tees, $1,500,000, as authorized by section 635 of
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961: Provided,
That such funds shall be made available only
for urban and environmental programs: Pro-
vided further, That for the cost of direct loans
and loan guarantees, up to $5,000,000 of funds
appropriated by this Act under the heading
‘‘Development Assistance’’, may be transferred
to and merged with funds appropriated under
this heading to be made available for the pur-
poses of part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961: Provided further, That such costs shall be
as defined in section 502 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974: Provided further, That the
provisions of section 107A(d) (relating to general
provisions applicable to the Development Credit
Authority) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961,
as contained in section 306 of H.R. 1486 as re-
ported by the House Committee on International
Relations on May 9, 1997, shall be applicable to
direct loans and loan guarantees provided
under this heading. In addition, for administra-
tive expenses to carry out credit programs ad-
ministered by the Agency for International De-
velopment, $4,000,000, all of which may be trans-
ferred to and merged with the appropriation for
Operating Expenses of the Agency for Inter-
national Development: Provided further, That
funds appropriated under this heading shall re-
main available until September 30, 2002.
PAYMENT TO THE FOREIGN SERVICE RETIREMENT

AND DISABILITY FUND
For payment to the ‘‘Foreign Service Retire-

ment and Disability Fund’’, as authorized by
the Foreign Service Act of 1980, $44,489,000.

OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE AGENCY FOR
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of section 667, $520,000,000: Provided, That
none of the funds appropriated under this head-
ing may be made available to finance the con-
struction (including architect and engineering
services), purchase, or long term lease of offices
for use by the Agency for International Devel-
opment, unless the Administrator has identified
such proposed construction (including architect
and engineering services), purchase, or long
term lease of offices in a report submitted to the
Committees on Appropriations at least 15 days
prior to the obligation of these funds for such
purposes: Provided further, That the previous
proviso shall not apply where the total cost of
construction (including architect and engineer-
ing services), purchase, or long term lease of of-
fices does not exceed $1,000,000.
OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE AGENCY FOR INTER-

NATIONAL DEVELOPMENT OFFICE OF INSPECTOR
GENERAL
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 667, $27,000,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2002, which sum shall
be available for the Office of the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Agency for International Develop-
ment.
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OTHER BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE

ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of chapter 4 of part II, $2,295,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2002: Pro-
vided, That of the funds appropriated under
this heading, not less than $840,000,000 shall be
available only for Israel, which sum shall be
available on a grant basis as a cash transfer
and shall be disbursed within 30 days of the en-
actment of this Act or by October 31, 2000,
whichever is later: Provided further, That not
less than $695,000,000 shall be available only for
Egypt, which sum shall be provided on a grant
basis, and of which sum cash transfer assistance
shall be provided with the understanding that
Egypt will undertake significant economic re-
forms which are additional to those which were
undertaken in previous fiscal years, and of
which not less than $200,000,000 shall be pro-
vided as Commodity Import Program assistance:
Provided further, That in exercising the author-
ity to provide cash transfer assistance for Israel,
the President shall ensure that the level of such
assistance does not cause an adverse impact on
the total level of nonmilitary exports from the
United States to such country and that Israel
enters into a side letter agreement in an amount
proportional to the fiscal year 1999 agreement:
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than
$150,000,000 should be made available for assist-
ance for Jordan: Provided further, That of the
funds appropriated under this heading, not less
than $25,000,000 shall be made available for as-
sistance for East Timor of which up to $1,000,000
may be transferred to and merged with the ap-
propriation for Operating Expenses of the Agen-
cy for International Development: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds appropriated under this
heading, in addition to funds otherwise made
available for Indonesia, not less than $5,000,000
should be made available for economic rehabili-
tation and related activities in Aceh, Indonesia:
Provided further, That funds made available in
the previous proviso may be transferred to and
merged with the appropriation for Transition
Initiatives: Provided further, That none of the
funds appropriated under this heading shall be
obligated for regional or global programs, except
as provided through the regular notification
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations:
Provided further, That of the funds made avail-
able under this heading not less than $12,000,000
should be made available for Mongolia: Pro-
vided further, That up to $10,000,000 of the
funds appropriated under this heading may be
used, notwithstanding any other provision of
law, to provide assistance to the National Demo-
cratic Alliance of Sudan to strengthen its ability
to protect civilians from attacks, slave raids,
and aerial bombardment by the Sudanese Gov-
ernment forces and its militia allies, and the
provision of such funds shall be subject to the
regular notification procedures of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations: Provided further, That
in the previous proviso, the term ‘‘assistance’’
includes non-lethal, non-food aid such as blan-
kets, medicine, fuel, mobile clinics, water drill-
ing equipment, communications equipment to
notify civilians of aerial bombardment, non-mili-
tary vehicles, tents, and shoes.

INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR IRELAND

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, $25,000,000, which shall be
available for the United States contribution to
the International Fund for Ireland and shall be
made available in accordance with the provi-
sions of the Anglo-Irish Agreement Support Act
of 1986 (Public Law 99–415): Provided, That
such amount shall be expended at the minimum
rate necessary to make timely payment for
projects and activities: Provided further, That
funds made available under this heading shall
remain available until September 30, 2002.

ASSISTANCE FOR EASTERN EUROPE AND THE
BALTIC STATES

(a) For necessary expenses to carry out the
provisions of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961
and the Support for East European Democracy
(SEED) Act of 1989, $600,000,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2002, which shall
be available, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, for assistance and for related pro-
grams for Eastern Europe and the Baltic States:
Provided, That of the funds appropriated under
this heading not less than $5,000,000 shall be
made available for assistance for the Baltic
States: Provided further, That funds made
available for assistance for Kosova from funds
appropriated under this heading and under the
headings ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ and
‘‘International Narcotics Control and Law En-
forcement’’ shall not exceed 15 percent of the
total resources pledged by all donors for cal-
endar year 2001 for assistance for Kosova as of
March 31, 2001: Provided further, That of the
funds made available under this heading for
Kosova, not less than $1,300,000 should be made
available to support the National Albanian
American Council’s training program for
Kosovar women: Provided further, That none of
the funds made available under this Act for as-
sistance for Kosova shall be made available for
large scale physical infrastructure reconstruc-
tion: Provided further, That of the funds made
available under this heading and the headings
‘‘International Narcotics Control and Law En-
forcement’’ and ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, not
to exceed $80,000,000 shall be made available for
Bosnia and Herzegovina.

(b) Funds appropriated under this heading or
in prior appropriations Acts that are or have
been made available for an Enterprise Fund
may be deposited by such Fund in interest-bear-
ing accounts prior to the Fund’s disbursement of
such funds for program purposes. The Fund
may retain for such program purposes any in-
terest earned on such deposits without returning
such interest to the Treasury of the United
States and without further appropriation by the
Congress. Funds made available for Enterprise
Funds shall be expended at the minimum rate
necessary to make timely payment for projects
and activities.

(c) Funds appropriated under this heading
shall be considered to be economic assistance
under the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 for
purposes of making available the administrative
authorities contained in that Act for the use of
economic assistance.

(d) None of the funds appropriated under this
heading may be made available for new housing
construction or repair or reconstruction of exist-
ing housing in Bosnia and Herzegovina unless
directly related to the efforts of United States
troops to promote peace in said country.

(e) With regard to funds appropriated under
this heading for the economic revitalization pro-
gram in Bosnia and Herzegovina, and local cur-
rencies generated by such funds (including the
conversion of funds appropriated under this
heading into currency used by Bosnia and
Herzegovina as local currency and local cur-
rency returned or repaid under such program)
the Administrator of the Agency for Inter-
national Development shall provide written ap-
proval for grants and loans prior to the obliga-
tion and expenditure of funds for such pur-
poses, and prior to the use of funds that have
been returned or repaid to any lending facility
or grantee.

(f ) The provisions of section 532 of this Act
shall apply to funds made available under sub-
section (e) and to funds appropriated under this
heading: Provided, That notwithstanding any
provision of this or any other Act, including
provisions in this subsection regarding the ap-
plication of section 532 of this Act, local cur-
rencies generated by, or converted from, funds
appropriated by this Act and by previous appro-
priations Acts and made available for the eco-
nomic revitalization program in Bosnia may be

used in Eastern Europe and the Baltic States to
carry out the provisions of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 and the Support for East Euro-
pean Democracy (SEED) Act of 1989.

(g) The President is authorized to withhold
funds appropriated under this heading made
available for economic revitalization programs
in Bosnia and Herzegovina, if he determines
and certifies to the Committees on Appropria-
tions that the Federation of Bosnia and
Herzegovina has not complied with article III of
annex 1–A of the General Framework Agreement
for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina con-
cerning the withdrawal of foreign forces, and
that intelligence cooperation on training, inves-
tigations, and related activities between Iranian
officials and Bosnian officials has not been ter-
minated.

ASSISTANCE FOR THE INDEPENDENT STATES OF
THE FORMER SOVIET UNION

(a) For necessary expenses to carry out the
provisions of chapters 11 and 12 of part I of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 and the FREE-
DOM Support Act, for assistance for the Inde-
pendent States of the former Soviet Union and
for related programs, $810,000,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2002: Provided,
That the provisions of such chapters shall apply
to funds appropriated by this paragraph: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds made available
for the Southern Caucasus region, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, 15 percent
may be used for confidence-building measures
and other activities in furtherance of the peace-
ful resolution of the regional conflicts, espe-
cially those in the vicinity of Abkhazia and
Nagorno-Karabagh: Provided further, That of
the amounts appropriated under this heading
not less than $20,000,000 shall be made available
solely for the Russian Far East: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds appropriated under this
heading, not less than $1,500,000 should be
available only to meet the health and other as-
sistance needs of victims of trafficking in per-
sons.

(b) Of the funds appropriated under this
heading, not less than $170,000,000 should be
made available for assistance for Ukraine: Pro-
vided, That of this amount, not less than
$25,000,000 should be made available for nuclear
reactor safety initiatives, and not less than
$5,000,000 should be made available for the
Ukranian Land and Resource Management
Center.

(c) Of the funds appropriated under this
heading, not less than $92,000,000 shall be made
available for assistance for Georgia of which not
less than $25,000,000 should be made available to
support Border Security Guard and export con-
trol initiatives.

(d) Of the funds appropriated under this
heading, not less than $90,000,000 shall be made
available for assistance for Armenia.

(e) Section 907 of the FREEDOM Support Act
shall not apply to—

(1) activities to support democracy or assist-
ance under title V of the FREEDOM Support
Act and section 1424 of Public Law 104–201;

(2) any assistance provided by the Trade and
Development Agency under section 661 of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2421);

(3) any activity carried out by a member of the
United States and Foreign Commercial Service
while acting within his or her official capacity;

(4) any insurance, reinsurance, guarantee, or
other assistance provided by the Overseas Pri-
vate Investment Corporation under title IV of
chapter 2 of part I of the Foreign Assistance Act
of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2191 et seq.);

(5) any financing provided under the Export-
Import Bank Act of 1945; or

(6) humanitarian assistance.
(f) Not more than 25 percent of the funds ap-

propriated under this heading may be made
available for assistance for any country in the
region. Activities authorized under title V (non-
proliferation and disarmament programs and ac-
tivities) of the FREEDOM Support Act shall not
be counted against the 25 percent limitation.
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(g) Of the funds made available under this

heading for nuclear safety activities, not to ex-
ceed 8 percent of the funds provided for any sin-
gle project may be used to pay for management
costs incurred by a United States agency or na-
tional lab in administering said project.

(h)(1) Of the funds appropriated under this
heading that are allocated for assistance for the
Government of the Russian Federation, 60 per-
cent shall be withheld from obligation until the
President determines and certifies in writing to
the Committees on Appropriations that the Gov-
ernment of the Russian Federation.

(A) has terminated implementation of ar-
rangements to provide Iran with technical ex-
pertise, training, technology, or equipment nec-
essary to develop a nuclear reactor, related nu-
clear research facilities or programs, or ballistic
missile capability;

(B) is cooperating with international efforts to
investigate allegations of war crimes and atroc-
ities in Chechnya;

(C) is providing full access to international
non-government organizations providing hu-
manitarian relief to refugees and internally dis-
placed persons in Chechnya; and

(D) is in compliance with article V of the
Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in Europe
regarding forces deployed in the flank zone in
and around Chechnya.

(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to—
(A) assistance to combat infectious diseases;

and
(B) activities authorized under title V (Non-

proliferation and Disarmament Programs and
Activities) of the FREEDOM Support Act.

(i) Of the funds appropriated under this head-
ing for assistance for Russia, and the heading
‘‘Migration and Refugee Assistance’’, not less
than $10,000,000 shall be made available to non-
government organization providing humani-
tarian relief in Checknya and Ingushetia.

(j) Of the funds appropriated under this head-
ing, not less than $45,000,000 shall be made
available, in addition to funds otherwise avail-
able for such purposes, for assistance for child
survival, environmental health, and to combat
infectious diseases, and for related activities.

INDEPENDENT AGENCY

PEACE CORPS

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of the Peace Corps Act (75 Stat. 612),
$265,000,000, including the purchase of not to ex-
ceed five passenger motor vehicles for adminis-
trative purposes for use outside of the United
States: Provided, That none of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be used to pay
for abortions: Provided further, That funds ap-
propriated under this heading shall remain
available until September 30, 2002.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL AND LAW
ENFORCEMENT

For necessary expenses to carry out section
481 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961,
$325,000,000, to remain available until expended:
Provided, That any funds made available under
this heading for anti-crime programs and activi-
ties shall be made available subject to the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Committees
on Appropriations: Provided further, That dur-
ing fiscal year 2001, the Department of State
may also use the authority of section 608 of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, without regard
to its restrictions, to receive excess property from
an agency of the United States Government for
the purpose of providing it to a foreign country
under chapter 8 of part I of that Act subject to
the regular notification procedures of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations.

MIGRATION AND REFUGEE ASSISTANCE

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-
essary to enable the Secretary of State to pro-
vide, as authorized by law, a contribution to the
International Committee of the Red Cross, as-
sistance to refugees, including contributions to

the International Organization for Migration
and the United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees, and other activities to meet refugee
and migration needs; salaries and expenses of
personnel and dependents as authorized by the
Foreign Service Act of 1980; allowances as au-
thorized by sections 5921 through 5925 of title 5,
United States Code; purchase and hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles; and services as author-
ized by section 3109 of title 5, United States
Code, $700,000,000, which shall remain available
until expended: Provided, That not more than
$14,500,000 shall be available for administrative
expenses: Provided further, That funds appro-
priated under this heading to support activities
and programs conducted by the United Nations
High Commissioner for Refugees shall be made
available after reporting at least 5 days in ad-
vance to the Committees on Appropriations: Pro-
vided further, That the reporting requirement
contained in the previous proviso may be waived
for any such obligation if failure to waive this
requirement would pose a substantial risk to
human health or welfare: Provided further,
That in case of any such waiver, a report to the
Committees on Appropriations shall be provided
as early as practicable, but in no event later
than 5 days after such obligation: Provided fur-
ther, That not less than $60,000,000 of the funds
made available under this heading shall be
made available for refugees from the former So-
viet Union and Eastern Europe and other refu-
gees resettling in Israel.

UNITED STATES EMERGENCY REFUGEE AND
MIGRATION ASSISTANCE FUND

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of section 2(c) of the Migration and Ref-
ugee Assistance Act of 1962, as amended (22
U.S.C. 260(c)), $15,000,000, to remain available
until expended: Provided, That the funds made
available under this heading are appropriated
notwithstanding the provisions contained in
section 2(c)(2) of the Act which would limit the
amount of funds which could be appropriated
for this purpose.
NONPROLIFERATION, ANTI-TERRORISM, DEMINING

AND RELATED PROGRAMS

For necessary expenses for nonproliferation,
anti-terrorism and related programs and activi-
ties, $311,600,000, to carry out the provisions of
chapter 8 of part II of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961 for anti-terrorism assistance, section
504 of the FREEDOM Support Act, section 23 of
the Arms Export Control Act or the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 for demining activities, the
clearance of unexploded ordnance, the destruc-
tion of small arms, and related activities, not-
withstanding any other provision of law, in-
cluding activities implemented through non-
governmental and international organizations,
section 301 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961
for a voluntary contribution to the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) and a
voluntary contribution to the Korean Peninsula
Energy Development Organization (KEDO), and
for a United States contribution to the Com-
prehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty Pre-
paratory Commission: Provided, That the Sec-
retary of State shall inform the Committees on
Appropriations at least 20 days prior to the obli-
gation of funds for the Comprehensive Nuclear
Test Ban Treaty Preparatory Commission: Pro-
vided further, That of this amount not to exceed
$15,000,000, to remain available until expended,
may be made available for the Nonproliferation
and Disarmament Fund, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, to promote bilateral and
multilateral activities relating to nonprolifera-
tion and disarmament: Provided further, That
such funds may also be used for such countries
other than the Independent States of the former
Soviet Union and international organizations
when it is in the national security interest of the
United States to do so: Provided further, That
such funds shall be subject to the regular notifi-
cation procedures of the Committees on Appro-
priations: Provided further, That funds appro-

priated under this heading may be made avail-
able for the International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy only if the Secretary of State determines (and
so reports to the Congress) that Israel is not
being denied its right to participate in the ac-
tivities of that Agency: Provided further, That
of the funds appropriated under this heading,
$40,000,000 should be made available for
demining, clearance of unexploded ordnance,
and related activities: Provided further, That of
the funds made available for demining and re-
lated activities, not to exceed $500,000, in addi-
tion to funds otherwise available for such pur-
poses, may be used for administrative expenses
related to the operation and management of the
demining program.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of section 129 of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961 (relating to international affairs
technical assistance activities), $6,000,000, to re-
main available until expended, which shall be
available nowithstanding any other provision of
law.

DEBT RESTRUCTURING

For the cost, as defined in section 502 of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, of modifying
loans and loan guarantees, as the President
may determine, for which funds have been ap-
propriated or otherwise made available for pro-
grams within the International Affairs Budget
Function 150, including the cost of selling, re-
ducing, or canceling amounts owed to the
United States as a result of concessional loans
made to eligible countries, pursuant to parts IV
and V of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, and
of modifying concessional credit agreements
with least developed countries, as authorized
under section 411 of the Agricultural Trade De-
velopment and Assistance Act of 1954, as amend-
ed, and concessional loans, guarantees and
credit agreements, as authorized under section
572 of the Foreign Operations, Export Financ-
ing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act,
1989 (Public Law 100–461), and of canceling
amounts owed, as a result of loans or guaran-
tees made pursuant to the Export-Import Bank
Act of 1945, by countries that are eligible for
debt reduction pursuant to title V of H.R. 3425
as enacted into law by section 1000(a)(5) of Pub-
lic Law 106–113, $238,000,000, to remain available
until expended: Provided, That of this amount,
not less than $13,000,000 shall be made available
to carry out the provisions of part V of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961: Provided further,
That funds appropriated or otherwise made
available under this heading in this Act may be
used by the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to
the Heavily Indebted Poor Countries (HIPC)
Trust Fund administered by the International
Bank for Reconstruction and Development
amounts for the benefit of countries that are eli-
gible for debt reduction pursuant to title V of
H.R. 3425 as enacted into law by section
1000(a)(5) of Public Law 106–113: Provided fur-
ther, That amounts paid to the HIPC Trust
Fund may be used only to fund debt reduction
under the enhanced HIPC initiative by—

(1) the Inter-American Development Bank;

(2) the African Development Fund;

(3) the African Development Bank; and

(4) the Central American Bank for Economic
Integration:

Provided further, That funds may not be paid to
the HIPC Trust Fund for the benefit of any
country if the Secretary of State has credible
evidence that the government of such country is
engaged in a consistent pattern of gross viola-
tions of internationally recognized human rights
or in military or civil conflict that undermines
its ability to develop and implement measures to
alleviate poverty and to devote adequate human
and financial resources to that end: Provided
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further, That on the basis of final appropria-
tions, the Secretary of the Treasury shall con-
sult with the Committees on Appropriations con-
cerning which countries and international fi-
nancial institutions are expected to benefit from
a United States contribution to the HIPC Trust
Fund during the fiscal year: Provided further,
That the Secretary of the Treasury shall inform
the Committees on Appropriations not less than
15 days in advance of the signature of an agree-
ment by the United States to make payments to
the HIPC Trust Fund of amounts for such coun-
tries and institutions: Provided further, That
the Secretary of the Treasury may disburse
funds designated for debt reduction through the
HIPC Trust Fund only for the benefit of coun-
tries that—

(a) have committed, for a period of 24 months,
not to accept new market-rate loans from the
international financial institution receiving debt
repayment as a result of such disbursement,
other than loans made by such institution to ex-
port-oriented commercial projects that generate
foreign exchange which are generally referred to
as ‘‘enclave’’ loans; and

(b) have documented and demonstrated
their commitment to redirect their budgetary re-
sources from international debt repayments to
programs to alleviate poverty and promote eco-
nomic growth that are additional to or expand
upon those previously available for such pur-
poses:

Provided further, That any limitation of sub-
section (e) of section 411 of the Agricultural
Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954
shall not apply to funds appropriated under this
heading: Provided further, That none of the
funds made available under this heading in this
or any other appropriations Acts shall be made
available for Sudan or Burma unless the Sec-
retary of Treasury determines and notifies the
Committees on Appropriations that a democrat-
ically elected government has taken office: Pro-
vided further, That the authority provided by
section 572 of Public Law 100–461 may be exer-
cised only with respect to countries that are eli-
gible to borrow from the International Develop-
ment Association, but not from the Inter-
national Bank for Reconstruction and Develop-
ment, commonly referred to as ‘‘IDA-only’’
countries.

TITLE III—MILITARY ASSISTANCE

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

INTERNATIONAL MILITARY EDUCATION AND
TRAINING

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of section 541 of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961, $55,000,000, of which up to $1,000,000
may remain available until expended: Provided,
That the civilian personnel for whom military
education and training may be provided under
this heading may include civilians who are not
members of a government whose participation
would contribute to improved civil-military rela-
tions, civilian control of the military, or respect
for human rights: Provided further, That funds
appropriated under this heading for grant fi-
nanced military education and training for In-
donesia and Guatemala may only be available
for expanded international military education
and training and funds made available for In-
donesia and Guatemala may only be provided
through the regular notification procedures of
the Committees on Appropriations.

FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM

For expenses necessary for grants to enable
the President to carry out the provisions of sec-
tion 23 of the Arms Export Control Act,
$3,545,000,000: Provided, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading, not less than
$1,980,000,000 shall be available for grants only
for Israel, and not less than $1,300,000,000 shall
be made available for grants only for Egypt:
Provided further, That the funds appropriated
by this paragraph for Israel shall be disbursed
within 30 days of the enactment of this Act or

by October 31, 2000, whichever is later: Provided
further, That to the extent that the Government
of Israel requests that funds be used for such
purposes, grants made available for Israel by
this paragraph shall, as agreed by Israel and
the United States, be available for advanced
weapons systems, of which not less than
$520,000,000 shall be available for the procure-
ment in Israel of defense articles and defense
services, including research and development:
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated by this paragraph, not less than
$75,000,000 should be available for assistance for
Jordan: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated by this paragraph, not less than
$3,000,000 shall be made available for assistance
for Malta: Provided further, That of the funds
appropriated by this paragraph, not less than
$8,500,000 shall be made available for assistance
for Tunisia: Provided further, That during fis-
cal year 2001, the President is authorized to,
and shall, direct the draw-downs of defense ar-
ticles from the stocks of the Department of De-
fense, defense services of the Department of De-
fense, and military education and training of an
aggregate value of not less than $5,000,000 under
the authority of this proviso for Tunisia for the
purposes of part II of the Foreign Assistance Act
of 1961 and any amount so directed shall count
toward meeting the earmark in the preceding
proviso: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated by this paragraph, not less than
$8,000,000 shall be made available for Georgia:
Provided further, That during fiscal year 2001,
the President is authorized to, and shall, direct
the draw-downs of defense articles from the
stocks of the Department of Defense, defense
services of the Department of Defense, and mili-
tary education and training of an aggregate
value of not less than $4,000,000 under the au-
thority of this proviso for Georgia for the pur-
poses of part II of the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961 and any amount so directed shall count to-
ward meeting the earmark in the preceding pro-
viso: Provided further, That funds appropriated
by this paragraph shall be nonrepayable not-
withstanding any requirement in section 23 of
the Arms Export Control Act: Provided further,
That funds made available under this para-
graph shall be obligated upon apportionment in
accordance with paragraph (5)(C) of title 31,
United States Code, section 1501(a).

None of the funds made available under this
heading shall be available to finance the pro-
curement of defense articles, defense services, or
design and construction services that are not
sold by the United States Government under the
Arms Export Control Act unless the foreign
country proposing to make such procurements
has first signed an agreement with the United
States Government specifying the conditions
under which such procurements may be fi-
nanced with such funds: Provided, That all
country and funding level increases in alloca-
tions shall be submitted through the regular no-
tification procedures of section 515 of this Act:
Provided further, That none of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be available for
assistance for Sudan and Liberia: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this
heading may be used, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, for demining, the clear-
ance of unexploded ordnance, and related ac-
tivities, and may include activities implemented
through nongovernmental and international or-
ganizations: Provided further, That none of the
funds appropriated under this heading shall be
available for assistance for Guatemala: Provided
further, That only those countries for which as-
sistance was justified for the ‘‘Foreign Military
Sales Financing Program’’ in the fiscal year
1989 congressional presentation for security as-
sistance programs may utilize funds made avail-
able under this heading for procurement of de-
fense articles, defense services or design and
construction services that are not sold by the
United States Government under the Arms Ex-
port Control Act: Provided further, That funds

appropriated under this heading shall be ex-
pended at the minimum rate necessary to make
timely payment for defense articles and services:
Provided further, That not more than
$33,000,000 of the funds appropriated under this
heading may be obligated for necessary ex-
penses, including the purchase of passenger
motor vehicles for replacement only for use out-
side of the United States, for the general costs of
administering military assistance and sales: Pro-
vided further, That not more than $340,000,000
of funds realized pursuant to section 21(e)(1)(A)
of the Arms Export Control Act may be obligated
for expenses incurred by the Department of De-
fense during fiscal year 2001 pursuant to section
43(b) of the Arms Export Control Act, except
that this limitation may be exceeded only
through the regular notification procedures of
the Committees on Appropriations: Provided
further, That foreign military financing pro-
gram funds estimated to be outlayed for Egypt
during fiscal year 2001 shall be transferred to an
interest bearing account for Egypt in the Fed-
eral Reserve Bank of New York within 30 days
of enactment of this Act or by October 31, 2000,
whichever is later: Provided further, That the
Committees on Appropriations shall be informed
at least 10 days prior to the obligation of any in-
terest accrued by the account established by the
previous proviso.

PEACEKEEPING OPERATIONS
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 551 of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961, $127,000,000: Provided, That none of
the funds appropriated under this heading shall
be obligated or expended except as provided
through the regular notification procedures of
the Committees on Appropriations.

TITLE IV—MULTILATERAL ECONOMIC
ASSISTANCE

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS

GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY
For the United States contribution for the

Global Environment Facility, $108,000,000, to the
International Bank for Reconstruction and De-
velopment as trustee for the Global Environment
Facility, by the Secretary of the Treasury, to re-
main available until expended.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION

For payment to the International Develop-
ment Association by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, $775,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided: That the Secretary of the
Treasury shall: (1) accord high priority to en-
couraging the International Development Asso-
ciation to establish and implement a policy to
provide new assistance on grant terms to en-
hanced HIPC Initiative countries that have
reached the completion point; and (2) submit a
report to the Speaker of the House of Represent-
atives, the President of the Senate, and the
Committees on Appropriations no later than
June 30, 2001, on the progress reached in achiev-
ing the objective set forth in clause (1): Provided
further, That in negotiating United States par-
ticipation in the next replenishment of the
International Development Association, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall accord high priority
to providing the International Development As-
sociation with the policy flexibility to provide
new grant assistance to countries eligible for
debt reduction under the enhanced HIPC Initia-
tive.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE MULTILATERAL
INVESTMENT GUARANTEE AGENCY

For payment to the Multilateral Investment
Guarantee Agency by the Secretary of the
Treasury, $10,000,000, for the United States
paid-in share of the increase in capital stock, to
remain available until expended.

LIMITATION ON CALLABLE CAPITAL
The United States Governor of the Multilat-

eral Investment Guarantee Agency may sub-
scribe without fiscal year limitation for the call-
able capital portion of the United States share
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of such capital stock in an amount not to exceed
$50,000,000.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTER-AMERICAN
INVESTMENT CORPORATION

For payment to the Inter-American Invest-
ment Corporation, by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, $25,000,000, for the United States share of
the increase in subscriptions to capital stock, to
remain available until expended.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE ENTERPRISE FOR THE
AMERICAS MULTILATERAL INVESTMENT FUND

For payment to the Enterprise for the Amer-
icas Multilateral Investment Fund by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, for the United States
contribution to the fund, $10,000,000, to remain
available until expended.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE ASIAN DEVELOPMENT FUND

For the United States contribution by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to the increase in re-
sources of the Asian Development Fund, as au-
thorized by the Asian Development Bank Act, as
amended, $72,000,000, to remain available until
expended.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT
BANK

For payment to the African Development
Bank by the Secretary of the Treasury,
$6,100,000, for the United States paid-in share of
the increase in capital stock, to remain available
until expended.

LIMITATION ON CALLABLE CAPITAL
SUBSCRIPTIONS

The United States Governor of the African
Development Bank may subscribe without fiscal
year limitation for the callable capital portion of
the United States share of such capital stock in
an amount not to exceed $97,548,522.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT
FUND

For the United States contribution by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to the increase in re-
sources of the African Development Fund,
$100,000,000, to remain available until expended.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE EUROPEAN BANK FOR
RECONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT

For payment to the European Bank for Re-
construction and Development by the Secretary
of the Treasury, $35,778,717, for the United
States share of the paid-in portion of the in-
crease in capital stock, to remain available until
expended.

LIMITATION ON CALLABLE CAPITAL
SUBSCRIPTIONS

The United States Governor of the European
Bank for Reconstruction and Development may
subscribe without fiscal year limitation to the
callable capital portion of the United States
share of such capital stock in an amount not to
exceed $123,237,803.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR
AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT

For the United States contribution by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to increase the resources
of the International Fund for Agricultural De-
velopment, $5,000,000, to remain available until
expended.

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMS

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of section 301 of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961, and of section 2 of the United Na-
tions Environment Program Participation Act of
1973, $186,000,000: Provided, That none of the
funds appropriated under this heading shall be
made available for the United Nations Fund for
Science and Technology: Provided further, That
not less than $5,000,000 should be made avail-
able to the World Food Program: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds appropriated
under this heading may be made available to
the Korean Peninsula Energy Development Or-
ganization (KEDO) or the International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA).

TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS
OBLIGATIONS DURING LAST MONTH OF

AVAILABILITY

SEC. 501. Except for the appropriations enti-
tled ‘‘International Disaster Assistance’’, and
‘‘United States Emergency Refugee and Migra-
tion Assistance Fund’’, not more than 15 per-
cent of any appropriation item made available
by this Act shall be obligated during the last
month of availability.

PROHIBITION OF BILATERAL FUNDING FOR
INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS

SEC. 502. Notwithstanding section 614 of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, none of the
funds contained in title II of this Act may be
used to carry out the provisions of section 209(d)
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961: Provided,
That none of the funds appropriated by title II
of this Act may be transferred by the Agency for
International Development directly to an inter-
national financial institution (as defined in sec-
tion 533 of this Act) for the purpose of repaying
a foreign country’s loan obligations to such in-
stitution.

LIMITATION ON RESIDENCE EXPENSES

SEC. 503. Of the funds appropriated or made
available pursuant to this Act, not to exceed
$126,500 shall be for official residence expenses
of the Agency for International Development
during the current fiscal year: Provided, That
appropriate steps shall be taken to assure that,
to the maximum extent possible, United States-
owned foreign currencies are utilized in lieu of
dollars.

LIMITATION ON EXPENSES

SEC. 504. Of the funds appropriated or made
available pursuant to this Act, not to exceed
$5,000 shall be for entertainment expenses of the
Agency for International Development during
the current fiscal year.
LIMITATION ON REPRESENTATIONAL ALLOWANCES

SEC. 505. Of the funds appropriated or made
available pursuant to this Act, not to exceed
$95,000 shall be available for representation al-
lowances for the Agency for International De-
velopment during the current fiscal year: Pro-
vided, That appropriate steps shall be taken to
assure that, to the maximum extent possible,
United States-owned foreign currencies are uti-
lized in lieu of dollars: Provided further, That of
the funds made available by this Act for general
costs of administering military assistance and
sales under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military Fi-
nancing Program’’, not to exceed $2,000 shall be
available for entertainment expenses and not to
exceed $50,000 shall be available for representa-
tion allowances: Provided further, That of the
funds made available by this Act under the
heading ‘‘International Military Education and
Training’’, not to exceed $50,000 shall be avail-
able for entertainment allowances: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds made available by this
Act for the Inter-American Foundation, not to
exceed $2,000 shall be available for entertain-
ment and representation allowances: Provided
further, That of the funds made available by
this Act for the Peace Corps, not to exceed a
total of $4,000 shall be available for entertain-
ment expenses: Provided further, That of the
funds made available by this Act under the
heading ‘‘Trade and Development Agency’’, not
to exceed $2,000 shall be available for represen-
tation and entertainment allowances.

PROHIBITION ON FINANCING NUCLEAR GOODS

SEC. 506. None of the funds appropriated or
made available (other than funds for ‘‘Non-
proliferation, Anti-terrorism, Demining and Re-
lated Programs’’) pursuant to this Act, for car-
rying out the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961,
may be used, except for purposes of nuclear
safety, to finance the export of nuclear equip-
ment, fuel, or technology.

PROHIBITION AGAINST DIRECT FUNDING FOR
CERTAIN COUNTRIES

SEC. 507. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available pursuant to this Act

shall be obligated or expended to finance di-
rectly any assistance or reparations to Cuba,
Iraq, Libya, North Korea, Iran, Sudan, or
Syria: Provided, That for purposes of this sec-
tion, the prohibition on obligations or expendi-
tures shall include direct loans, credits, insur-
ance and guarantees of the Export-Import Bank
or its agents.

MILITARY COUPS
SEC. 508. None of the funds appropriated or

otherwise made available pursuant to this Act
shall be obligated or expended to finance di-
rectly any assistance to any country whose duly
elected head of government is deposed by decree
or military coup: Provided, That assistance may
be resumed to such country if the President de-
termines and reports to the Committees on Ap-
propriations that subsequent to the termination
of assistance a democratically elected govern-
ment has taken office.

TRANSFERS BETWEEN ACCOUNTS
SEC. 509. None of the funds made available by

this Act may be obligated under an appropria-
tion account to which they were not appro-
priated, except for transfers specifically pro-
vided for in this Act, unless the President, prior
to the exercise of any authority contained in the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to transfer funds,
consults with and provides a written policy jus-
tification to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Senate.

DEOBLIGATION/REOBLIGATION AUTHORITY
SEC. 510. Obligated balances of funds appro-

priated to carry out section 23 of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act as of the end of the fiscal year
immediately preceding the current fiscal year
are, if deobligated, hereby continued available
during the current fiscal year for the same pur-
pose under any authority applicable to such ap-
propriations under this Act: Provided, That the
authority of this subsection may not be used in
fiscal year 2001.

AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
SEC. 511. No part of any appropriation con-

tained in this Act shall remain available for ob-
ligation after the expiration of the current fiscal
year unless expressly so provided in this Act:
Provided, That funds appropriated for the pur-
poses of chapters 1, 8, 11, and 12 of part I, sec-
tion 667, and chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, and funds
provided under the heading ‘‘Assistance for
Eastern Europe and the Baltic States’’, shall re-
main available until expended if such funds are
initially obligated before the expiration of their
respective periods of availability contained in
this Act: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing any other provision of this Act, any
funds made available for the purposes of chap-
ter 1 of part I and chapter 4 of part II of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 which are allo-
cated or obligated for cash disbursements in
order to address balance of payments or eco-
nomic policy reform objectives, shall remain
available until expended: Provided further,
That the report required by section 653(a) of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall designate
for each country, to the extent known at the
time of submission of such report, those funds
allocated for cash disbursement for balance of
payment and economic policy reform purposes.

LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO COUNTRIES IN
DEFAULT

SEC. 512. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be used to furnish assist-
ance to any country which is in default during
a period in excess of one calendar year in pay-
ment to the United States of principal or interest
on any loan made to the government of such
country by the United States pursuant to a pro-
gram for which funds are appropriated under
this Act: Provided, That this section and section
620(q) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall
not apply to funds made available for any nar-
cotics-related assistance for Colombia, Bolivia,
and Peru authorized by the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961 or the Arms Export Control Act.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH10766 October 24, 2000
COMMERCE AND TRADE

SEC. 513. (a) None of the funds appropriated
or made available pursuant to this Act for direct
assistance and none of the funds otherwise
made available pursuant to this Act to the Ex-
port-Import Bank and the Overseas Private In-
vestment Corporation shall be obligated or ex-
pended to finance any loan, any assistance or
any other financial commitments for estab-
lishing or expanding production of any com-
modity for export by any country other than the
United States, if the commodity is likely to be in
surplus on world markets at the time the result-
ing productive capacity is expected to become
operative and if the assistance will cause sub-
stantial injury to United States producers of the
same, similar, or competing commodity: Pro-
vided, That such prohibition shall not apply to
the Export-Import Bank if in the judgment of its
Board of Directors the benefits to industry and
employment in the United States are likely to
outweigh the injury to United States producers
of the same, similar, or competing commodity,
and the Chairman of the Board so notifies the
Committees on Appropriations.

(b) None of the funds appropriated by this or
any other Act to carry out chapter 1 of part I
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall be
available for any testing or breeding feasibility
study, variety improvement or introduction,
consultancy, publication, conference, or train-
ing in connection with the growth or production
in a foreign country of an agricultural com-
modity for export which would compete with a
similar commodity grown or produced in the
United States: Provided, That this subsection
shall not prohibit—

(1) activities designed to increase food security
in developing countries where such activities
will not have a significant impact in the export
of agricultural commodities of the United States;
or

(2) research activities intended primarily to
benefit American producers.

SURPLUS COMMODITIES

SEC. 514. The Secretary of the Treasury shall
instruct the United States Executive Directors of
the International Bank for Reconstruction and
Development, the International Development
Association, the International Finance Corpora-
tion, the Inter-American Development Bank, the
International Monetary Fund, the Asian Devel-
opment Bank, the Inter-American Investment
Corporation, the North American Development
Bank, the European Bank for Reconstruction
and Development, the African Development
Bank, and the African Development Fund to
use the voice and vote of the United States to
oppose any assistance by these institutions,
using funds appropriated or made available pur-
suant to this Act, for the production or extrac-
tion of any commodity or mineral for export, if
it is in surplus on world markets and if the as-
sistance will cause substantial injury to United
States producers of the same, similar, or com-
peting commodity.

NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS

SEC. 515. (a) For the purposes of providing the
executive branch with the necessary administra-
tive flexibility, none of the funds made available
under this Act for ‘‘Child Survival and Disease
Programs Fund’’, ‘‘Development Assistance’’,
‘‘International Organizations and Programs’’,
‘‘Trade and Development Agency’’, ‘‘Inter-
national Narcotics Control and Law Enforce-
ment’’, ‘‘Assistance for Eastern Europe and the
Baltic States’’, ‘‘Assistance for the Independent
States of the Former Soviet Union’’, ‘‘Economic
Support Fund’’, ‘‘Peacekeeping Operations’’,
‘‘Operating Expenses of the Agency for Inter-
national Development’’, ‘‘Operating Expenses of
the Agency for International Development Of-
fice of Inspector General’’, ‘‘Nonproliferation,
Anti-terrorism, Demining and Related Pro-
grams’’, ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’’, ‘‘International Military Education and
Training’’, ‘‘Peace Corps’’, and ‘‘Migration and

Refugee Assistance’’, shall be available for obli-
gation for activities, programs, projects, type of
materiel assistance, countries, or other oper-
ations not justified or in excess of the amount
justified to the Appropriations Committees for
obligation under any of these specific headings
unless the Appropriations Committees of both
Houses of Congress are previously notified 15
days in advance: Provided, That the President
shall not enter into any commitment of funds
appropriated for the purposes of section 23 of
the Arms Export Control Act for the provision of
major defense equipment, other than conven-
tional ammunition, or other major defense items
defined to be aircraft, ships, missiles, or combat
vehicles, not previously justified to Congress or
20 percent in excess of the quantities justified to
Congress unless the Committees on Appropria-
tions are notified 15 days in advance of such
commitment: Provided further, That this section
shall not apply to any reprogramming for an ac-
tivity, program, or project under chapter 1 of
part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 of
less than 10 percent of the amount previously
justified to the Congress for obligation for such
activity, program, or project for the current fis-
cal year: Provided further, That the require-
ments of this section or any similar provision of
this Act or any other Act, including any prior
Act requiring notification in accordance with
the regular notification procedures of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations, may be waived if
failure to do so would pose a substantial risk to
human health or welfare: Provided further,
That in case of any such waiver, notification to
the Congress, or the appropriate congressional
committees, shall be provided as early as prac-
ticable, but in no event later than 3 days after
taking the action to which such notification re-
quirement was applicable, in the context of the
circumstances necessitating such waiver: Pro-
vided further, That any notification provided
pursuant to such a waiver shall contain an ex-
planation of the emergency circumstances.

(b) Drawdowns made pursuant to section
506(a)(2) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations.

LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMS

SEC. 516. Subject to the regular notification
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations,
funds appropriated under this Act or any pre-
viously enacted Act making appropriations for
foreign operations, export financing, and re-
lated programs, which are returned or not made
available for organizations and programs be-
cause of the implementation of section 307(a) of
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, shall remain
available for obligation until September 30, 2002.

INDEPENDENT STATES OF THE FORMER SOVIET
UNION

SEC. 517. (a) None of the funds appropriated
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for the Inde-
pendent States of the Former Soviet Union’’
shall be made available for assistance for a gov-
ernment of an Independent State of the former
Soviet Union—

(1) unless that government is making progress
in implementing comprehensive economic re-
forms based on market principles, private own-
ership, respect for commercial contracts, and eq-
uitable treatment of foreign private investment;
and

(2) if that government applies or transfers
United States assistance to any entity for the
purpose of expropriating or seizing ownership or
control of assets, investments, or ventures.
Assistance may be furnished without regard to
this subsection if the President determines that
to do so is in the national interest.

(b) None of the funds appropriated under the
heading ‘‘Assistance for the Independent States
of the Former Soviet Union’’ shall be made
available for assistance for a government of an
Independent State of the former Soviet Union if
that government directs any action in violation

of the territorial integrity or national sov-
ereignty of any other Independent State of the
former Soviet Union, such as those violations in-
cluded in the Helsinki Final Act: Provided, That
such funds may be made available without re-
gard to the restriction in this subsection if the
President determines that to do so is in the na-
tional security interest of the United States.

(c) None of the funds appropriated under the
heading ‘‘Assistance for the Independent States
of the Former Soviet Union’’ shall be made
available for any state to enhance its military
capability: Provided, That this restriction does
not apply to demilitarization, demining or non-
proliferation programs.

(d) Funds appropriated under the heading
‘‘Assistance for the Independent States of the
Former Soviet Union’’ for the Russian Federa-
tion, Armenia, Georgia, and Ukraine shall be
subject to the regular notification procedures of
the Committees on Appropriations.

(e) Funds made available in this Act for as-
sistance for the Independent States of the
former Soviet Union shall be subject to the pro-
visions of section 117 (relating to environment
and natural resources) of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961.

(f) Funds appropriated in this or prior appro-
priations Acts that are or have been made avail-
able for an Enterprise Fund in the Independent
States of the Former Soviet Union may be depos-
ited by such Fund in interest-bearing accounts
prior to the disbursement of such funds by the
Fund for program purposes. The Fund may re-
tain for such program purposes any interest
earned on such deposits without returning such
interest to the Treasury of the United States
and without further appropriation by the Con-
gress. Funds made available for Enterprise
Funds shall be expended at the minimum rate
necessary to make timely payment for projects
and activities.

(g) In issuing new task orders, entering into
contracts, or making grants, with funds appro-
priated in this Act or prior appropriations Acts
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for the Inde-
pendent States of the Former Soviet Union’’ and
under comparable headings in prior appropria-
tions Acts, for projects or activities that have as
one of their primary purposes the fostering of
private sector development, the Coordinator for
United States Assistance to the New Inde-
pendent States and the implementing agency
shall encourage the participation of and give
significant weight to contractors and grantees
who propose investing a significant amount of
their own resources (including volunteer serv-
ices and in-kind contributions) in such projects
and activities.

PROHIBITION ON FUNDING FOR ABORTIONS AND
INVOLUNTARY STERILIZATION

SEC. 518. None of the funds made available to
carry out part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961, as amended, may be used to pay for the
performance of abortions as a method of family
planning or to motivate or coerce any person to
practice abortions. None of the funds made
available to carry out part I of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, as amended, may be used to
pay for the performance of involuntary steriliza-
tion as a method of family planning or to coerce
or provide any financial incentive to any person
to undergo sterilizations. None of the funds
made available to carry out part I of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, may be
used to pay for any biomedical research which
relates in whole or in part, to methods of, or the
performance of, abortions or involuntary steri-
lization as a means of family planning. None of
the funds made available to carry out part I of
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended,
may be obligated or expended for any country or
organization if the President certifies that the
use of these funds by any such country or orga-
nization would violate any of the above provi-
sions related to abortions and involuntary steri-
lizations: Provided, That none of the funds
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made available under this Act may be used to
lobby for or against abortion.

EXPORT FINANCING TRANSFER AUTHORITIES

SEC. 519. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap-
propriation other than for administrative ex-
penses made available for fiscal year 2001, for
programs under title I of this Act may be trans-
ferred between such appropriations for use for
any of the purposes, programs, and activities for
which the funds in such receiving account may
be used, but no such appropriation, except as
otherwise specifically provided, shall be in-
creased by more than 25 percent by any such
transfer: Provided, That the exercise of such au-
thority shall be subject to the regular notifica-
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria-
tions.

SPECIAL NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS

SEC. 520. None of the funds appropriated by
this Act shall be obligated or expended for Co-
lombia, Haiti, Liberia, Serbia, Sudan, Ethiopia,
Eritrea, Zimbabwe, Pakistan, or the Democratic
Republic of Congo except as provided through
the regular notification procedures of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations.
DEFINITION OF PROGRAM, PROJECT, AND ACTIVITY

SEC. 521. For the purpose of this Act, ‘‘pro-
gram, project, and activity’’ shall be defined at
the appropriations Act account level and shall
include all appropriations and authorizations
Acts earmarks, ceilings, and limitations with the
exception that for the following accounts: Eco-
nomic Support Fund and Foreign Military Fi-
nancing Program, ‘‘program, project, and activ-
ity’’ shall also be considered to include country,
regional, and central program level funding
within each such account; for the development
assistance accounts of the Agency for Inter-
national Development ‘‘program, project, and
activity’’ shall also be considered to include cen-
tral program level funding, either as: (1) justi-
fied to the Congress; or (2) allocated by the exec-
utive branch in accordance with a report, to be
provided to the Committees on Appropriations
within 30 days of the enactment of this Act, as
required by section 653(a) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961.

CHILD SURVIVAL AND DISEASE PREVENTION
ACTIVITIES

SEC. 522. Up to $16,000,000 of the funds made
available by this Act for assistance under the
heading ‘‘Child Survival and Disease Programs
Fund’’, may be used to reimburse United States
Government agencies, agencies of State govern-
ments, institutions of higher learning, and pri-
vate and voluntary organizations for the full
cost of individuals (including for the personal
services of such individuals) detailed or assigned
to, or contracted by, as the case may be, the
Agency for International Development for the
purpose of carrying out child survival, basic
education, and infectious disease activities: Pro-
vided, That up to $1,500,000 of the funds made
available by this Act for assistance under the
heading ‘‘Development Assistance’’ may be used
to reimburse such agencies, institutions, and or-
ganizations for such costs of such individuals
carrying out other development assistance ac-
tivities: Provided further, That funds appro-
priated by this Act that are made available for
child survival activities or disease programs in-
cluding activities relating to research on, and
the prevention, treatment and control of, Ac-
quired Immune Deficiency Syndrome may be
made available notwithstanding any provision
of law that restricts assistance to foreign coun-
tries: Provided further, That funds appropriated
under title II of this Act may be made available
pursuant to section 301 of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 if a primary purpose of the as-
sistance is for child survival and related pro-
grams.

PROHIBITION AGAINST INDIRECT FUNDING TO
CERTAIN COUNTRIES

SEC. 523. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available pursuant to this Act

shall be obligated to finance indirectly any as-
sistance or reparations to Cuba, Iraq, Libya,
Iran, Syria, North Korea, or the People’s Re-
public of China, unless the President of the
United States certifies that the withholding of
these funds is contrary to the national interest
of the United States.

NOTIFICATION ON EXCESS DEFENSE EQUIPMENT

SEC. 524. Prior to providing excess Department
of Defense articles in accordance with section
516(a) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, the
Department of Defense shall notify the Commit-
tees on Appropriations to the same extent and
under the same conditions as are other commit-
tees pursuant to subsection (f ) of that section:
Provided, That before issuing a letter of offer to
sell excess defense articles under the Arms Ex-
port Control Act, the Department of Defense
shall notify the Committees on Appropriations
in accordance with the regular notification pro-
cedures of such Committees: Provided further,
That such Committees shall also be informed of
the original acquisition cost of such defense ar-
ticles.

AUTHORIZATION REQUIREMENT

SEC. 525. Funds appropriated by this Act, ex-
cept funds appropriated under the headings
‘‘International Military Education and Train-
ing’’ and ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’’, may be obligated and expended notwith-
standing section 10 of Public Law 91–672 and
section 15 of the State Department Basic Au-
thorities Act of 1956.

DEMOCRACY IN CHINA

SEC. 526. Notwithstanding any other provision
of law that restricts assistance to foreign coun-
tries, funds appropriated by this Act for ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ may be made available to
provide general support and grants for non-
governmental organizations located outside the
People’s Republic of China that have as their
primary purpose fostering democracy in that
country, and for activities of nongovernmental
organizations located outside the People’s Re-
public of China to foster rule of law and democ-
racy in that country: Provided, That none of
the funds made available for activities to foster
democracy in the People’s Republic of China
may be made available for assistance to the gov-
ernment of that country, except that funds ap-
propriated by this Act under the heading ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ that are made available
for the National Endowment for Democracy or
its grantees may be made available for activities
to foster democracy in that country notwith-
standing this proviso and any other provision of
law: Provided further, That upon enactment of
this Act funds appropriated by this or any prior
Acts making appropriations for foreign oper-
ations, export financing, and related programs,
that are provided to the National Endowment
for Democracy shall be provided notwith-
standing any other provision of law or regula-
tion: Provided further, That funds made avail-
able pursuant to the authority of this section
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations:
Provided further, That notwithstanding any
other provision of law, of the funds appro-
priated by this Act to carry out the provisions of
chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961, not to exceed $2,000,000 may be
made available to nongovernmental organiza-
tions located outside the People’s Republic of
China to support activities which preserve cul-
tural traditions and promote sustainable devel-
opment and environmental conservation in Ti-
betan communities in that country: Provided
further, That the final proviso in section 526 of
the Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and
Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2000 (as
enacted into law by section 1000(a)(2) of Public
Law 106–113) is amended by striking ‘‘Robert F.
Kennedy Memorial Center for Human Rights’’
and inserting ‘‘Jamestown Foundation’’.

PROHIBITION ON BILATERAL ASSISTANCE TO
TERRORIST COUNTRIES

SEC. 527. (a) Funds appropriated for bilateral
assistance under any heading of this Act and
funds appropriated under any such heading in
a provision of law enacted prior to the enact-
ment of this Act, shall not be made available to
any country which the President determines—

(1) grants sanctuary from prosecution to any
individual or group which has committed an act
of international terrorism; or

(2) otherwise supports international terrorism.
(b) The President may waive the application

of subsection (a) to a country if the President
determines that national security or humani-
tarian reasons justify such waiver. The Presi-
dent shall publish each waiver in the Federal
Register and, at least 15 days before the waiver
takes effect, shall notify the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the waiver (including the jus-
tification for the waiver) in accordance with the
regular notification procedures of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations.
REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION OF SUPPLEMENTAL

APPROPRIATIONS
SEC. 528. (a) Beginning not later than Janu-

ary 1, 2001, the Secretary of State shall provide
quarterly reports to the Committees on Appro-
priations providing information on the use of
funds appropriated in title VI of the Foreign
Operations, Export Financing, and Related Pro-
grams Appropriations Act, 2000 (as enacted into
law by section 1000(a)(2) of Public Law 106–113).
Each report shall include the following—

(1) the current and projected status of obliga-
tions and expenditures by appropriations ac-
count, by country, and by program, project, and
activity;

(2) the contractors and subcontractors en-
gaged in activities funded from appropriations
contained in title VI; and

(3) the procedures and processes under which
decisions have been or will be made on which
programs, projects, and activities are funded
through appropriations contained in title VI.

(b) For each report required by this section, a
classified annex may be submitted if deemed
necessary and appropriate.

(c) The last quarterly report required by this
section shall be provided to the Committees on
Appropriations by January 1, 2002.

COMPETITIVE INSURANCE
SEC. 529. All Agency for International Devel-

opment contracts and solicitations, and sub-
contracts entered into under such contracts,
shall include a clause requiring that United
States insurance companies have a fair oppor-
tunity to bid for insurance when such insurance
is necessary or appropriate.

PERU
SEC. 530. (a) DETERMINATION.—Not later

than 90 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, and every 90 days thereafter during
fiscal year 2001, the Secretary of State shall de-
termine and report to the Committees on Appro-
priations whether the Government of Peru has
made substantial progress in creating the condi-
tions for free and fair elections, and in respect-
ing human rights, the rule of law, the independ-
ence and constitutional role of the judiciary and
national congress, and freedom of expression
and independent media.

(b) PROHIBITION.—If the Secretary deter-
mines and reports pursuant to subsection (a)
that the Government of Peru has not made sub-
stantial progress, no funds appropriated by this
Act may be made available for assistance for the
Central Government of Peru.

(c) Of the funds appropriated by this Act,
not less than $2,000,000 should be made avail-
able to support the work of nongovernmental or-
ganizations and the Organization of American
States in promoting free and fair elections,
democratic institutions, and human rights in
Peru.

DEBT-FOR-DEVELOPMENT

SEC. 531. In order to enhance the continued
participation of nongovernmental organizations
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in economic assistance activities under the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, including endow-
ments, debt-for-development and debt-for-nature
exchanges, a nongovernmental organization
which is a grantee or contractor of the Agency
for International Development may place in in-
terest bearing accounts funds made available
under this Act or prior Acts or local currencies
which accrue to that organization as a result of
economic assistance provided under title II of
this Act and any interest earned on such invest-
ment shall be used for the purpose for which the
assistance was provided to that organization.

SEPARATE ACCOUNTS

SEC. 532. (a) SEPARATE ACCOUNTS FOR LOCAL
CURRENCIES.—(1) If assistance is furnished to
the government of a foreign country under
chapters 1 and 10 of part I or chapter 4 of part
II of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 under
agreements which result in the generation of
local currencies of that country, the Adminis-
trator of the Agency for International Develop-
ment shall—

(A) require that local currencies be deposited
in a separate account established by that gov-
ernment;

(B) enter into an agreement with that govern-
ment which sets forth—

(i) the amount of the local currencies to be
generated; and

(ii) the terms and conditions under which the
currencies so deposited may be utilized, con-
sistent with this section; and

(C) establish by agreement with that govern-
ment the responsibilities of the Agency for Inter-
national Development and that government to
monitor and account for deposits into and dis-
bursements from the separate account.

(2) USES OF LOCAL CURRENCIES.—As may be
agreed upon with the foreign government, local
currencies deposited in a separate account pur-
suant to subsection (a), or an equivalent
amount of local currencies, shall be used only—

(A) to carry out chapter 1 or 10 of part I or
chapter 4 of part II (as the case may be), for
such purposes as—

(i) project and sector assistance activities; or
(ii) debt and deficit financing; or
(B) for the administrative requirements of the

United States Government.
(3) PROGRAMMING ACCOUNTABILITY.—The

Agency for International Development shall
take all necessary steps to ensure that the
equivalent of the local currencies disbursed pur-
suant to subsection (a)(2)(A) from the separate
account established pursuant to subsection
(a)(1) are used for the purposes agreed upon
pursuant to subsection (a)(2).

(4) TERMINATION OF ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS.—
Upon termination of assistance to a country
under chapter 1 or 10 of part I or chapter 4 of
part II (as the case may be), any unencumbered
balances of funds which remain in a separate
account established pursuant to subsection (a)
shall be disposed of for such purposes as may be
agreed to by the government of that country
and the United States Government.

(5) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The Adminis-
trator of the Agency for International Develop-
ment shall report on an annual basis as part of
the justification documents submitted to the
Committees on Appropriations on the use of
local currencies for the administrative require-
ments of the United States Government as au-
thorized in subsection (a)(2)(B), and such report
shall include the amount of local currency (and
United States dollar equivalent) used and/or to
be used for such purpose in each applicable
country.

(b) SEPARATE ACCOUNTS FOR CASH TRANS-
FERS.—(1) If assistance is made available to the
government of a foreign country, under chapter
1 or 10 of part I or chapter 4 of part II of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as cash transfer
assistance or as nonproject sector assistance,
that country shall be required to maintain such
funds in a separate account and not commingle
them with any other funds.

(2) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER PROVISIONS OF
LAW.—Such funds may be obligated and ex-
pended notwithstanding provisions of law
which are inconsistent with the nature of this
assistance including provisions which are ref-
erenced in the Joint Explanatory Statement of
the Committee of Conference accompanying
House Joint Resolution 648 (House Report No.
98–1159).

(3) NOTIFICATION.—At least 15 days prior to
obligating any such cash transfer or nonproject
sector assistance, the President shall submit a
notification through the regular notification
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations,
which shall include a detailed description of
how the funds proposed to be made available
will be used, with a discussion of the United
States interests that will be served by the assist-
ance (including, as appropriate, a description of
the economic policy reforms that will be pro-
moted by such assistance).

(4) EXEMPTION.—Nonproject sector assistance
funds may be exempt from the requirements of
subsection (b)(1) only through the notification
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations.
COMPENSATION FOR UNITED STATES EXECUTIVE

DIRECTORS TO INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTI-
TUTIONS

SEC. 533. (a) No funds appropriated by this
Act may be made as payment to any inter-
national financial institution while the United
States Executive Director to such institution is
compensated by the institution at a rate which,
together with whatever compensation such Di-
rector receives from the United States, is in ex-
cess of the rate provided for an individual occu-
pying a position at level IV of the Executive
Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, United
States Code, or while any alternate United
States Director to such institution is com-
pensated by the institution at a rate in excess of
the rate provided for an individual occupying a
position at level V of the Executive Schedule
under section 5316 of title 5, United States Code.

(b) For purposes of this section, ‘‘inter-
national financial institutions’’ are: the Inter-
national Bank for Reconstruction and Develop-
ment, the Inter-American Development Bank,
the Asian Development Bank, the Asian Devel-
opment Fund, the African Development Bank,
the African Development Fund, the Inter-
national Monetary Fund, the North American
Development Bank, and the European Bank for
Reconstruction and Development.

COMPLIANCE WITH UNITED NATIONS SANCTIONS
AGAINST IRAQ

SEC. 534. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available pursuant to this Act to
carry out the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (in-
cluding title IV of chapter 2 of part I, relating
to the Overseas Private Investment Corporation)
or the Arms Export Control Act may be used to
provide assistance to any country that is not in
compliance with the United Nations Security
Council sanctions against Iraq unless the Presi-
dent determines and so certifies to the Congress
that—

(1) such assistance is in the national interest
of the United States;

(2) such assistance will directly benefit the
needy people in that country; or

(3) the assistance to be provided will be hu-
manitarian assistance for foreign nationals who
have fled Iraq and Kuwait.
AUTHORITIES FOR THE PEACE CORPS, INTER-

NATIONAL FUND FOR AGRICULTURAL DEVELOP-
MENT, INTER-AMERICAN FOUNDATION AND AFRI-
CAN DEVELOPMENT FOUNDATION

SEC. 535. (a) Unless expressly provided to the
contrary, provisions of this or any other Act, in-
cluding provisions contained in prior Acts au-
thorizing or making appropriations for foreign
operations, export financing, and related pro-
grams, shall not be construed to prohibit activi-
ties authorized by or conducted under the Peace
Corps Act, the Inter-American Foundation Act
or the African Development Foundation Act.

The agency shall promptly report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations whenever it is con-
ducting activities or is proposing to conduct ac-
tivities in a country for which assistance is pro-
hibited.

(b) Unless expressly provided to the contrary,
limitations on the availability of funds for
‘‘International Organizations and Programs’’ in
this or any other Act, including prior appropria-
tions Acts, shall not be construed to be applica-
ble to the International Fund for Agricultural
Development.

IMPACT ON JOBS IN THE UNITED STATES

SEC. 536. None of the funds appropriated by
this Act may be obligated or expended to
provide—

(a) any financial incentive to a business en-
terprise currently located in the United States
for the purpose of inducing such an enterprise
to relocate outside the United States if such in-
centive or inducement is likely to reduce the
number of employees of such business enterprise
in the United States because United States pro-
duction is being replaced by such enterprise out-
side the United States;

(b) assistance for the purpose of establishing
or developing in a foreign country any export
processing zone or designated area in which the
tax, tariff, labor, environment, and safety laws
of that country do not apply, in part or in
whole, to activities carried out within that zone
or area, unless the President determines and
certifies that such assistance is not likely to
cause a loss of jobs within the United States; or

(c) assistance for any project or activity that
contributes to the violation of internationally
recognized workers rights, as defined in section
502(a)(4) of the Trade Act of 1974, of workers in
the recipient country, including any designated
zone or area in that country: Provided, That in
recognition that the application of this sub-
section should be commensurate with the level
of development of the recipient country and sec-
tor, the provisions of this subsection shall not
preclude assistance for the informal sector in
such country, micro and small-scale enterprise,
and smallholder agriculture.

CLEAN COAL TECHNOLOGY

SEC. 537. (a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds as
follows:

(1) The United States is the world leader in
the development of environmental technologies,
particularly clean coal technology.

(2) Severe pollution problems affecting people
in developing countries, and the serious health
problems that result from such pollution, can be
effectively addressed through the application of
United States technology.

(3) During the next century, developing coun-
tries, particularly countries in Asia such as
China and India, will dramatically increase
their consumption of electricity, and low quality
coal will be a major source of fuel for power
generation.

(4) Without the use of modern clean coal tech-
nology, the resultant pollution will cause enor-
mous health and environmental problems lead-
ing to diminished economic growth in devel-
oping countries and, thus, diminished United
States exports to those growing markets.

(b) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—It is the policy of
the United States to promote the export of
United States clean coal technology. In further-
ance of that policy, the Secretary of State, the
Secretary of the Treasury (acting through the
United States executive directors to inter-
national financial institutions), the Secretary of
Energy, and the Administrator of the United
States Agency for International Development
(USAID) should, as appropriate, vigorously pro-
mote the use of United States clean coal tech-
nology in environmental and energy infrastruc-
ture programs, projects and activities. Programs,
projects and activities for which the use of such
technology should be considered include recon-
struction assistance for the Balkans, activities
carried out by the Global Environment Facility,
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and activities funded from USAID’s Develop-
ment Credit Authority.

SPECIAL AUTHORITIES
SEC. 538. (a) AFGHANISTAN, LEBANON, MONTE-

NEGRO, VICTIMS OF WAR, DISPLACED CHILDREN,
AND DISPLACED BURMESE.—Funds appropriated
in titles I and II of this Act that are made avail-
able for Afghanistan, Lebanon, Montenegro,
and for victims of war, displaced children, and
displaced Burmese, may be made available not-
withstanding any other provision of law: Pro-
vided, That any such funds that are made
available for Cambodia shall be subject to the
provisions of section 531(e) of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 and section 906 of the Inter-
national Security and Development Cooperation
Act of 1985.

(b) TROPICAL FORESTRY AND BIODIVERSITY
CONSERVATION ACTIVITIES.—Funds appropriated
by this Act to carry out the provisions of sec-
tions 103 through 106, and chapter 4 of part II,
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 may be
used, notwithstanding any other provision of
law, for the purpose of supporting tropical for-
estry and biodiversity conservation activities
and, subject to the regular notification proce-
dures of the Committees on Appropriations, en-
ergy programs aimed at reducing greenhouse gas
emissions: Provided, That such assistance shall
be subject to sections 116, 502B, and 620A of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961.

(c) PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRACTORS.—Funds
appropriated by this Act to carry out chapter 1
of part I, chapter 4 of part II, and section 667
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, and title
II of the Agricultural Trade Development and
Assistance Act of 1954, may be used by the
Agency for International Development to em-
ploy up to 25 personal services contractors in
the United States, notwithstanding any other
provision of law, for the purpose of providing
direct, interim support for new or expanded
overseas programs and activities managed by
the agency until permanent direct hire per-
sonnel are hired and trained: Provided, that not
more than 10 of such contractors shall be as-
signed to any bureau or office: Provided further,
That such funds appropriated to carry out the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 may be made
available for personal services contractors as-
signed only to the Office of Health and Nutri-
tion; the Office of Procurement; the Bureau for
Africa; the Bureau for Latin America and the
Caribbean; and the Bureau for Asia and the
Near East: Provided further, that such funds
appropriated to carry out title II of the Agricul-
tural Trade Development and Assistance Act of
1954, may be made available only for personal
services contractors assigned to the Office of
Food for Peace.

(d)(1) WAIVER.—The President may waive the
provisions of section 1003 of Public Law 100–204
if the President determines and certifies in writ-
ing to the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the President pro tempore of the Sen-
ate that it is important to the national security
interests of the United States.

(2) PERIOD OF APPLICATION OF WAIVER.—Any
waiver pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be effec-
tive for no more than a period of 6 months at a
time and shall not apply beyond 12 months after
the enactment of this Act.
POLICY ON TERMINATING THE ARAB LEAGUE BOY-

COTT OF ISRAEL AND NORMALIZING RELATIONS
WITH ISRAEL
SEC. 539. It is the sense of the Congress that—
(1) the Arab League countries should imme-

diately and publicly renounce the primary boy-
cott of Israel and the secondary and tertiary
boycott of American firms that have commercial
ties with Israel and should normalize their rela-
tions with Israel;

(2) the decision by the Arab League in 1997 to
reinstate the boycott against Israel was deeply
troubling and disappointing;

(3) the fact that only three Arab countries
maintain full diplomatic relations with Israel is
also of deep concern;

(4) the Arab League should immediately re-
scind its decision on the boycott and its members
should develop normal relations with their
neighbor Israel; and

(5) the President should—
(A) take more concrete steps to encourage vig-

orously Arab League countries to renounce pub-
licly the primary boycotts of Israel and the sec-
ondary and tertiary boycotts of American firms
that have commercial relations with Israel and
to normalize their relations with Israel;

(B) take into consideration the participation
of any recipient country in the primary boycott
of Israel and the secondary and tertiary boy-
cotts of American firms that have commercial re-
lations with Israel when determining whether to
sell weapons to said country;

(C) report to Congress annually on the spe-
cific steps being taken by the United States and
the progress achieved to bring about a public re-
nunciation of the Arab primary boycott of Israel
and the secondary and tertiary boycotts of
American firms that have commercial relations
with Israel and to expand the process of normal-
izing ties between Arab League countries and
Israel; and

(D) encourage the allies and trading partners
of the United States to enact laws prohibiting
businesses from complying with the boycott and
penalizing businesses that do comply.

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE ACTIVITIES

SEC. 540. Of the funds appropriated or other-
wise made available by this Act for ‘‘Economic
Support Fund’’, assistance may be provided to
strengthen the administration of justice in coun-
tries in Latin America and the Caribbean and in
other regions consistent with the provisions of
section 534(b) of the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961, except that programs to enhance protec-
tion of participants in judicial cases may be
conducted notwithstanding section 660 of that
Act. Funds made available pursuant to this sec-
tion may be made available notwithstanding
section 534(c) and the second and third sen-
tences of section 534(e) of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961.

ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSISTANCE

SEC. 541. (a) ASSISTANCE THROUGH NON-
GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS.—Restrictions
contained in this or any other Act with respect
to assistance for a country shall not be con-
strued to restrict assistance in support of pro-
grams of nongovernmental organizations from
funds appropriated by this Act to carry out the
provisions of chapters 1, 10, 11, and 12 of part I
and chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, and from funds appropriated
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for Eastern Eu-
rope and the Baltic States’’: Provided, That the
President shall take into consideration, in any
case in which a restriction on assistance would
be applicable but for this subsection, whether
assistance in support of programs of nongovern-
mental organizations is in the national interest
of the United States: Provided further, That be-
fore using the authority of this subsection to
furnish assistance in support of programs of
nongovernmental organizations, the President
shall notify the Committees on Appropriations
under the regular notification procedures of
those committees, including a description of the
program to be assisted, the assistance to be pro-
vided, and the reasons for furnishing such as-
sistance: Provided further, That nothing in this
subsection shall be construed to alter any exist-
ing statutory prohibitions against abortion or
involuntary sterilizations contained in this or
any other Act.

(b) PUBLIC LAW 480.—During fiscal year 2001,
restrictions contained in this or any other Act
with respect to assistance for a country shall
not be construed to restrict assistance under the
Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance
Act of 1954: Provided, That none of the funds
appropriated to carry out title I of such Act and
made available pursuant to this subsection may
be obligated or expended except as provided

through the regular notification procedures of
the Committees on Appropriations.

(c) EXCEPTION.—This section shall not
apply—

(1) with respect to section 620A of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961 or any comparable provi-
sion of law prohibiting assistance to countries
that support international terrorism; or

(2) with respect to section 116 of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961 or any comparable provi-
sion of law prohibiting assistance to countries
that violate internationally recognized human
rights.

EARMARKS

SEC. 542. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act
which are earmarked may be reprogrammed for
other programs within the same account not-
withstanding the earmark if compliance with
the earmark is made impossible by operation of
any provision of this or any other Act or, with
respect to a country with which the United
States has an agreement providing the United
States with base rights or base access in that
country, if the President determines that the re-
cipient for which funds are earmarked has sig-
nificantly reduced its military or economic co-
operation with the United States since the en-
actment of the Foreign Operations, Export Fi-
nancing, and Related Programs Appropriations
Act, 1991; however, before exercising the author-
ity of this subsection with regard to a base
rights or base access country which has signifi-
cantly reduced its military or economic coopera-
tion with the United States, the President shall
consult with, and shall provide a written policy
justification to the Committees on Appropria-
tions: Provided, That any such reprogramming
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations:
Provided further, That assistance that is repro-
grammed pursuant to this subsection shall be
made available under the same terms and condi-
tions as originally provided.

(b) In addition to the authority contained in
subsection (a), the original period of availability
of funds appropriated by this Act and adminis-
tered by the Agency for International Develop-
ment that are earmarked for particular pro-
grams or activities by this or any other Act shall
be extended for an additional fiscal year if the
Administrator of such agency determines and
reports promptly to the Committees on Appro-
priations that the termination of assistance to a
country or a significant change in cir-
cumstances makes it unlikely that such ear-
marked funds can be obligated during the origi-
nal period of availability: Provided, That such
earmarked funds that are continued available
for an additional fiscal year shall be obligated
only for the purpose of such earmark.

CEILINGS AND EARMARKS

SEC. 543. Ceilings and earmarks contained in
this Act shall not be applicable to funds or au-
thorities appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by any subsequent Act unless such Act spe-
cifically so directs. Earmarks or minimum fund-
ing requirements contained in any other Act
shall not be applicable to funds appropriated by
this Act.

PROHIBITION ON PUBLICITY OR PROPAGANDA

SEC. 544. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be used for publicity or
propaganda purposes within the United States
not authorized before the date of the enactment
of this Act by the Congress: Provided, That not
to exceed $750,000 may be made available to
carry out the provisions of section 316 of Public
Law 96–533.

PURCHASE OF AMERICAN-MADE EQUIPMENT AND
PRODUCTS

SEC. 545. (a) To the maximum extent possible,
assistance provided under this Act should make
full use of American resources, including com-
modities, products, and services.

(b) It is the sense of the Congress that, to the
greatest extent practicable, all agriculture com-
modities, equipment and products purchased
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with funds made available in this Act should be
American-made.

(c) In providing financial assistance to, or en-
tering into any contract with, any entity using
funds made available in this Act, the head of
each Federal agency, to the greatest extent
practicable, shall provide to such entity a notice
describing the statement made in subsection (b)
by the Congress.

(d) The Secretary of the Treasury shall report
to Congress annually on the efforts of the heads
of each Federal agency and the United States
directors of international financial institutions
(as referenced in section 514) in complying with
this sense of the Congress.

PROHIBITION OF PAYMENTS TO UNITED NATIONS
MEMBERS

SEC. 546. None of the funds appropriated or
made available pursuant to this Act for carrying
out the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, may be
used to pay in whole or in part any assessments,
arrearages, or dues of any member of the United
Nations or, from funds appropriated by this Act
to carry out chapter 1 of part I of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961, the costs for participa-
tion of another country’s delegation at inter-
national conferences held under the auspices of
multilateral or international organizations.

CONSULTING SERVICES

SEC. 547. The expenditure of any appropria-
tion under this Act for any consulting service
through procurement contract, pursuant to sec-
tion 3109 of title 5, United States Code, shall be
limited to those contracts where such expendi-
tures are a matter of public record and available
for public inspection, except where otherwise
provided under existing law, or under existing
Executive order pursuant to existing law.

PRIVATE VOLUNTARY ORGANIZATIONS—
DOCUMENTATION

SEC. 548. None of the funds appropriated or
made available pursuant to this Act shall be
available to a private voluntary organization
which fails to provide upon timely request any
document, file, or record necessary to the audit-
ing requirements of the Agency for Inter-
national Development.
PROHIBITION ON ASSISTANCE TO FOREIGN GOVERN-

MENTS THAT EXPORT LETHAL MILITARY EQUIP-
MENT TO COUNTRIES SUPPORTING INTER-
NATIONAL TERRORISM

SEC. 549. (a) None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may be
available to any foreign government which pro-
vides lethal military equipment to a country the
government of which the Secretary of State has
determined is a terrorist government for pur-
poses of section 40(d) of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act. The prohibition under this section with
respect to a foreign government shall terminate
12 months after that government ceases to pro-
vide such military equipment. This section ap-
plies with respect to lethal military equipment
provided under a contract entered into after Oc-
tober 1, 1997.

(b) Assistance restricted by subsection (a) or
any other similar provision of law, may be fur-
nished if the President determines that fur-
nishing such assistance is important to the na-
tional interests of the United States.

(c) Whenever the waiver of subsection (b) is
exercised, the President shall submit to the ap-
propriate congressional committees a report with
respect to the furnishing of such assistance.
Any such report shall include a detailed expla-
nation of the assistance to be provided, includ-
ing the estimated dollar amount of such assist-
ance, and an explanation of how the assistance
furthers United States national interests.
WITHHOLDING OF ASSISTANCE FOR PARKING FINES

OWED BY FOREIGN COUNTRIES

SEC. 550. (a) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds made
available for a foreign country under part I of
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, an amount
equivalent to 110 percent of the total unpaid
fully adjudicated parking fines and penalties

owed to the District of Columbia by such coun-
try as of the date of the enactment of this Act
shall be withheld from obligation for such coun-
try until the Secretary of State certifies and re-
ports in writing to the appropriate congressional
committees that such fines and penalties are
fully paid to the government of the District of
Columbia.

(b) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this section,
the term ‘‘appropriate congressional commit-
tees’’ means the Committee on Foreign Relations
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
Senate and the Committee on International Re-
lations and the Committee on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives.
LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE FOR THE PLO FOR THE

WEST BANK AND GAZA

SEC. 551. None of the funds appropriated by
this Act may be obligated for assistance for the
Palestine Liberation Organization for the West
Bank and Gaza unless the President has exer-
cised the authority under section 604(a) of the
Middle East Peace Facilitation Act of 1995 (title
VI of Public Law 104–107) or any other legisla-
tion to suspend or make inapplicable section 307
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 and that
suspension is still in effect: Provided, That if
the President fails to make the certification
under section 604(b)(2) of the Middle East Peace
Facilitation Act of 1995 or to suspend the prohi-
bition under other legislation, funds appro-
priated by this Act may not be obligated for as-
sistance for the Palestine Liberation Organiza-
tion for the West Bank and Gaza.

WAR CRIMES TRIBUNALS DRAWDOWN

SEC. 552. If the President determines that
doing so will contribute to a just resolution of
charges regarding genocide or other violations
of international humanitarian law, the Presi-
dent may direct a drawdown pursuant to sec-
tion 552(c) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961,
as amended, of up to $30,000,000 of commodities
and services for the United Nations War Crimes
Tribunal established with regard to the former
Yugoslavia by the United Nations Security
Council or such other tribunals or commissions
as the Council may establish to deal with such
violations, without regard to the ceiling limita-
tion contained in paragraph (2) thereof: Pro-
vided, That the determination required under
this section shall be in lieu of any determina-
tions otherwise required under section 552(c):
Provided further, That 60 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, and every 180 days
thereafter until September 30, 2001, the Sec-
retary of State shall submit a report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations describing the steps
the United States Government is taking to col-
lect information regarding allegations of geno-
cide or other violations of international law in
the former Yugoslavia and to furnish that infor-
mation to the United Nations War Crimes Tri-
bunal for the former Yugoslavia: Provided fur-
ther, That the drawdown made under this sec-
tion for any tribunal shall not be construed as
an endorsement or precedent for the establish-
ment of any standing or permanent inter-
national criminal tribunal or court: Provided
further, That funds made available for tribunals
other than Yugoslavia or Rwanda shall be made
available subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations.

LANDMINES

SEC. 553. Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, demining equipment available to the
Agency for International Development and the
Department of State and used in support of the
clearance of landmines and unexploded ord-
nance for humanitarian purposes may be dis-
posed of on a grant basis in foreign countries,
subject to such terms and conditions as the
President may prescribe.

RESTRICTIONS CONCERNING THE PALESTINIAN
AUTHORITY

SEC. 554. None of the funds appropriated by
this Act may be obligated or expended to create
in any part of Jerusalem a new office of any de-

partment or agency of the United States Govern-
ment for the purpose of conducting official
United States Government business with the
Palestinian Authority over Gaza and Jericho or
any successor Palestinian governing entity pro-
vided for in the Israel-PLO Declaration of Prin-
ciples: Provided, That this restriction shall not
apply to the acquisition of additional space for
the existing Consulate General in Jerusalem:
Provided further, That meetings between offi-
cers and employees of the United States and of-
ficials of the Palestinian Authority, or any suc-
cessor Palestinian governing entity provided for
in the Israel-PLO Declaration of Principles, for
the purpose of conducting official United States
Government business with such authority
should continue to take place in locations other
than Jerusalem. As has been true in the past, of-
ficers and employees of the United States Gov-
ernment may continue to meet in Jerusalem on
other subjects with Palestinians (including
those who now occupy positions in the Pales-
tinian Authority), have social contacts, and
have incidental discussions.
PROHIBITION OF PAYMENT OF CERTAIN EXPENSES

SEC. 555. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act under the
heading ‘‘International Military Education and
Training’’ or ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’’ for Informational Program activities or
under the headings ‘‘Child Survival and Disease
Programs Fund’’, ‘‘Development Assistance’’,
and ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ may be obli-
gated or expended to pay for—

(1) alcoholic beverages; or
(2) entertainment expenses for activities that

are substantially of a recreational character, in-
cluding entrance fees at sporting events and
amusement parks.

SPECIAL DEBT RELIEF FOR THE POOREST

SEC. 556. (a) AUTHORITY TO REDUCE DEBT.—
The President may reduce amounts owed to the
United States (or any agency of the United
States) by an eligible country as a result of—

(1) guarantees issued under sections 221 and
222 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961;

(2) credits extended or guarantees issued
under the Arms Export Control Act; or

(3) any obligation or portion of such obliga-
tion, to pay for purchases of United States agri-
cultural commodities guaranteed by the Com-
modity Credit Corporation under export credit
guarantee programs authorized pursuant to sec-
tion 5(f ) of the Commodity Credit Corporation
Charter Act of June 29, 1948, as amended, sec-
tion 4(b) of the Food for Peace Act of 1966, as
amended (Public Law 89–808), or section 202 of
the Agricultural Trade Act of 1978, as amended
(Public Law 95–501).

(b) LIMITATIONS.—
(1) The authority provided by subsection (a)

may be exercised only to implement multilateral
official debt relief and referendum agreements,
commonly referred to as ‘‘Paris Club Agreed
Minutes’’.

(2) The authority provided by subsection (a)
may be exercised only in such amounts or to
such extent as is provided in advance by appro-
priations Acts.

(3) The authority provided by subsection (a)
may be exercised only with respect to countries
with heavy debt burdens that are eligible to bor-
row from the International Development Asso-
ciation, but not from the International Bank for
Reconstruction and Development, commonly re-
ferred to as ‘‘IDA-only’’ countries.

(c) CONDITIONS.—The authority provided by
subsection (a) may be exercised only with re-
spect to a country whose government—

(1) does not have an excessive level of military
expenditures;

(2) has not repeatedly provided support for
acts of international terrorism;

(3) is not failing to cooperate on international
narcotics control matters;

(4) (including its military or other security
forces) does not engage in a consistent pattern
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of gross violations of internationally recognized
human rights; and

(5) is not ineligible for assistance because of
the application of section 527 of the Foreign Re-
lations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and
1995.

(d) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The authority
provided by subsection (a) may be used only
with regard to funds appropriated by this Act
under the heading ‘‘Debt Restructuring’’.

(e) CERTAIN PROHIBITIONS INAPPLICABLE.—A
reduction of debt pursuant to subsection (a)
shall not be considered assistance for purposes
of any provision of law limiting assistance to a
country. The authority provided by subsection
(a) may be exercised notwithstanding section
620(r) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 or
section 321 of the International Development
and Food Assistance Act of 1975.

AUTHORITY TO ENGAGE IN DEBT BUYBACKS OR
SALES

SEC. 557. (a) LOANS ELIGIBLE FOR SALE, RE-
DUCTION, OR CANCELLATION.—

(1) AUTHORITY TO SELL, REDUCE, OR CANCEL
CERTAIN LOANS.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the President may, in accord-
ance with this section, sell to any eligible pur-
chaser any concessional loan or portion thereof
made before January 1, 1995, pursuant to the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, to the govern-
ment of any eligible country as defined in sec-
tion 702(6) of that Act or on receipt of payment
from an eligible purchaser, reduce or cancel
such loan or portion thereof, only for the pur-
pose of facilitating—

(A) debt-for-equity swaps, debt-for-develop-
ment swaps, or debt-for-nature swaps; or

(B) a debt buyback by an eligible country of
its own qualified debt, only if the eligible coun-
try uses an additional amount of the local cur-
rency of the eligible country, equal to not less
than 40 percent of the price paid for such debt
by such eligible country, or the difference be-
tween the price paid for such debt and the face
value of such debt, to support activities that
link conservation and sustainable use of natural
resources with local community development,
and child survival and other child development,
in a manner consistent with sections 707
through 710 of the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961, if the sale, reduction, or cancellation
would not contravene any term or condition of
any prior agreement relating to such loan.

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Notwithstanding
any other provision of law, the President shall,
in accordance with this section, establish the
terms and conditions under which loans may be
sold, reduced, or canceled pursuant to this sec-
tion.

(3) ADMINISTRATION.—The Facility, as defined
in section 702(8) of the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961, shall notify the administrator of the agen-
cy primarily responsible for administering part I
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 of pur-
chasers that the President has determined to be
eligible, and shall direct such agency to carry
out the sale, reduction, or cancellation of a loan
pursuant to this section. Such agency shall
make an adjustment in its accounts to reflect
the sale, reduction, or cancellation.

(4) LIMITATION.—The authorities of this sub-
section shall be available only to the extent that
appropriations for the cost of the modification,
as defined in section 502 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, are made in advance.

(b) DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS.—The proceeds from
the sale, reduction, or cancellation of any loan
sold, reduced, or canceled pursuant to this sec-
tion shall be deposited in the United States Gov-
ernment account or accounts established for the
repayment of such loan.

(c) ELIGIBLE PURCHASERS.—A loan may be
sold pursuant to subsection (a)(1)(A) only to a
purchaser who presents plans satisfactory to the
President for using the loan for the purpose of
engaging in debt-for-equity swaps, debt-for-de-
velopment swaps, or debt-for-nature swaps.

(d) DEBTOR CONSULTATIONS.—Before the sale
to any eligible purchaser, or any reduction or
cancellation pursuant to this section, of any
loan made to an eligible country, the President
should consult with the country concerning the
amount of loans to be sold, reduced, or canceled
and their uses for debt-for-equity swaps, debt-
for-development swaps, or debt-for-nature
swaps.

(e) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The authority
provided by subsection (a) may be used only
with regard to funds appropriated by this Act
under the heading ‘‘Debt Restructuring’’.

ASSISTANCE FOR HAITI

SEC. 558. (a) None of the funds appropriated
by this or any previous appropriations Act for
foreign operations, export financing and related
programs shall be made available for assistance
for the central Government of Haiti until—

(1) the Secretary of State reports to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations that Haiti has held
free and fair elections to seat a new parliament;
and

(2) the Director of the Office of National Drug
Control Policy reports to the Committees on Ap-
propriations that the Government of Haiti is
fully cooperating with United States efforts to
interdict illicit drug traffic through Haiti to the
United States.

(b) Not more than 11 percent of the funds ap-
propriated by this Act to carry out the provi-
sions of sections 103 through 106 and chapter 4
of part II of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961,
that are made available for Latin America and
the Caribbean region may be made available,
through bilateral and Latin America and the
Caribbean regional programs, to provide assist-
ance for any country in such region.

REQUIREMENT FOR DISCLOSURE OF FOREIGN AID
IN REPORT OF SECRETARY OF STATE

SEC. 559. (a) FOREIGN AID REPORTING RE-
QUIREMENT.—In addition to the voting practices
of a foreign country, the report required to be
submitted to Congress under section 406(a) of
the Foreign Relations Authorization Act, fiscal
years 1990 and 1991 (22 U.S.C. 2414a), shall in-
clude a side-by-side comparison of individual
countries’ overall support for the United States
at the United Nations and the amount of United
States assistance provided to such country in
fiscal year 2000.

(b) UNITED STATES ASSISTANCE.—For purposes
of this section, the term ‘‘United States assist-
ance’’ has the meaning given the term in section
481(e)(4) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961
(22 U.S.C. 2291(e)(4)).
RESTRICTIONS ON VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS TO

UNITED NATIONS AGENCIES

SEC. 560. (a) PROHIBITION ON VOLUNTARY
CONTRIBUTIONS FOR THE UNITED NATIONS.—
None of the funds appropriated by this Act may
be made available to pay any voluntary con-
tribution of the United States to the United Na-
tions (including the United Nations Develop-
ment Program) if the United Nations implements
or imposes any taxation on any United States
persons.

(b) CERTIFICATION REQUIRED FOR DISBURSE-
MENT OF FUNDS.—None of the funds appro-
priated by this Act may be made available to
pay any voluntary contribution of the United
States to the United Nations (including the
United Nations Development Program) unless
the President certifies to the Congress 15 days in
advance of such payment that the United Na-
tions is not engaged in any effort to implement
or impose any taxation on United States persons
in order to raise revenue for the United Nations
or any of its specialized agencies.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section the
term ‘‘United States person’’ refers to—

(1) a natural person who is a citizen or na-
tional of the United States; or

(2) a corporation, partnership, or other legal
entity organized under the United States or any
State, territory, possession, or district of the
United States.

HAITI COAST GUARD

SEC. 561. The Government of Haiti shall be eli-
gible to purchase defense articles and services
under the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C.
2751 et seq.), for the Coast Guard: Provided,
That the authority provided by this section
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations.
LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO THE PALESTINIAN

AUTHORITY

SEC. 562. (a) PROHIBITION OF FUNDS.—None of
the funds appropriated by this Act to carry out
the provisions of chapter 4 of part II of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 may be obligated or
expended with respect to providing funds to the
Palestinian Authority.

(b) WAIVER.—The prohibition included in sub-
section (a) shall not apply if the President cer-
tifies in writing to the Speaker of the House of
Representatives and the President pro tempore
of the Senate that waiving such prohibition is
important to the national security interests of
the United States.

(c) PERIOD OF APPLICATION OF WAIVER.—Any
waiver pursuant to subsection (b) shall be effec-
tive for no more than a period of 6 months at a
time and shall not apply beyond 12 months after
the enactment of this Act.
LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO SECURITY FORCES

SEC. 563. None of the funds made available by
this Act may be provided to any unit of the se-
curity forces of a foreign country if the Sec-
retary of State has credible evidence that such
unit has committed gross violations of human
rights, unless the Secretary determines and re-
ports to the Committees on Appropriations that
the government of such country is taking effec-
tive measures to bring the responsible members
of the security forces unit to justice: Provided,
That nothing in this section shall be construed
to withhold funds made available by this Act
from any unit of the security forces of a foreign
country not credibly alleged to be involved in
gross violations of human rights: Provided fur-
ther, That in the event that funds are withheld
from any unit pursuant to this section, the Sec-
retary of State shall promptly inform the foreign
government of the basis for such action and
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, assist
the foreign government in taking effective meas-
ures to bring the responsible members of the se-
curity forces to justice.
RESTRICTIONS ON ASSISTANCE TO COUNTRIES PRO-

VIDING SANCTUARY TO INDICTED WAR CRIMI-
NALS

SEC. 564. (a) BILATERAL ASSISTANCE.—None of
the funds made available by this or any prior
Act making appropriations for foreign oper-
ations, export financing and related programs,
may be provided for any country, entity or mu-
nicipality described in subsection (e).

(b) MULTILATERAL ASSISTANCE.—
(1) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary of the Treas-

ury shall instruct the United States executive
directors of the international financial institu-
tions to work in opposition to, and vote against,
any extension by such institutions of any finan-
cial or technical assistance or grants of any
kind to any country or entity described in sub-
section (e).

(2) NOTIFICATION.—Not less than 15 days be-
fore any vote in an international financial insti-
tution regarding the extension of financial or
technical assistance or grants to any country or
entity described in subsection (e), the Secretary
of the Treasury, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of State, shall provide to the Committee
on Appropriations and the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate and the Committee
on Appropriations and the Committee on Bank-
ing and Financial Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives a written justification for the pro-
posed assistance, including an explanation of
the United States position regarding any such
vote, as well as a description of the location of
the proposed assistance by municipality, its pur-
pose, and its intended beneficiaries.
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(3) DEFINITION.—The term ‘‘international fi-

nancial institution’’ includes the International
Monetary Fund, the International Bank for Re-
construction and Development, the Inter-
national Development Association, the Inter-
national Finance Corporation, the Multilateral
Investment Guaranty Agency, and the Euro-
pean Bank for Reconstruction and Develop-
ment.

(c) EXCEPTIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2),

subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply to the
provision of—

(A) humanitarian assistance;
(B) democratization assistance;
(C) assistance for cross border physical infra-

structure projects involving activities in both a
sanctioned country, entity, or municipality and
a nonsanctioned contiguous country, entity, or
municipality, if the project is primarily located
in and primarily benefits the nonsanctioned
country, entity, or municipality and if the por-
tion of the project located in the sanctioned
country, entity, or municipality is necessary
only to complete the project;

(D) small-scale assistance projects or activities
requested by United States Armed Forces that
promote good relations between such forces and
the officials and citizens of the areas in the
United States SFOR sector of Bosnia;

(E) implementation of the Brcko Arbitral Deci-
sion;

(F) lending by the international financial in-
stitutions to a country or entity to support com-
mon monetary and fiscal policies at the national
level as contemplated by the Dayton Agreement;

(G) direct lending to a non-sanctioned entity,
or lending passed on by the national govern-
ment to a non-sanctioned entity; or

(H) assistance to the International Police
Task Force for the training of a civilian police
force.

(I) assistance to refugees and internally dis-
placed persons returning to their homes in Bos-
nia from which they had been forced to leave on
the basis of their ethnicity.

(2) NOTIFICATION.—Every 60 days the Sec-
retary of State, in consultation with the Admin-
istrator of the Agency for International Devel-
opment, shall publish in the Federal Register
and/or in a comparable publicly accessible docu-
ment or Internet site, a listing and justification
of any assistance that is obligated within that
period of time for any country, entity, or mu-
nicipality described in subsection (e), including
a description of the purpose of the assistance,
project and its location, by municipality.

(d) FURTHER LIMITATIONS.—Notwithstanding
subsection (c)—

(1) no assistance may be made available by
this Act, or any prior Act making appropria-
tions for foreign operations, export financing
and related programs, in any country, entity, or
municipality described in subsection (e), for a
program, project, or activity in which a publicly
indicted war criminal is known to have any fi-
nancial or material interest; and

(2) no assistance (other than emergency foods
or medical assistance or demining assistance)
may be made available by this Act, or any prior
Act making appropriations for foreign oper-
ations, export financing and related programs
for any program, project, or activity in any
sanctioned country, entity, or municipality de-
scribed in subsection (e) in which a person pub-
licly indicted by the Tribunal is in residence or
is engaged in extended activity and competent
local authorities have failed to notify the Tri-
bunal or failed to take necessary and significant
steps to apprehend and transfer such persons to
the Tribunal or in which competent local au-
thorities have obstructed the work of the Tri-
bunal.

(e) SANCTIONED COUNTRY, ENTITY, OR MUNICI-
PALITY.—A sanctioned country, entity, or mu-
nicipality described in this section is one whose
competent authorities have failed, as determined
by the Secretary of State, to take necessary and

significant steps to apprehend and transfer to
the Tribunal all persons who have been publicly
indicted by the Tribunal.

(f) SPECIAL RULE.—Subject to subsection (d),
subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply to the
provision of assistance to an entity that is not
a sanctioned entity, notwithstanding that such
entity may be within a sanctioned country, if
the Secretary of State determines and so reports
to the appropriate congressional committees that
providing assistance to that entity would pro-
mote peace and internationally recognized
human rights by encouraging that entity to co-
operate fully with the Tribunal.

(g) CURRENT RECORD OF WAR CRIMINALS AND
SANCTIONED COUNTRIES, ENTITIES, AND MUNICI-
PALITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State shall
establish and maintain a current record of the
location, including the municipality, if known,
of publicly indicted war criminals and a current
record of sanctioned countries, entities, and mu-
nicipalities.

(2) INFORMATION OF THE DCI AND THE SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE.—The Director of Central
Intelligence and the Secretary of Defense should
collect and provide to the Secretary of State in-
formation concerning the location, including the
municipality, of publicly indicted war criminals.

(3) INFORMATION OF THE TRIBUNAL.—The Sec-
retary of State shall request that the Tribunal
and other international organizations and gov-
ernments provide the Secretary of State informa-
tion concerning the location, including the mu-
nicipality, of publicly indicted war criminals
and concerning country, entity and munici-
pality authorities known to have obstructed the
work of the Tribunal.

(4) REPORT.—Beginning 30 days after the date
of the enactment of this Act, and not later than
September 1 each year thereafter, the Secretary
of State shall submit a report in classified and
unclassified form to the appropriate congres-
sional committees on the location, including the
municipality, if known, of publicly indicted war
criminals, on country, entity and municipality
authorities known to have obstructed the work
of the Tribunal, and on sanctioned countries,
entities, and municipalities.

(5) INFORMATION TO CONGRESS.—Upon the re-
quest of the chairman or ranking minority mem-
ber of any of the appropriate congressional com-
mittees, the Secretary of State shall make avail-
able to that committee the information recorded
under paragraph (1) in a report submitted to the
committee in classified and unclassified form.

(h) WAIVER.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State may

waive the application of subsection (a) or sub-
section (b) with respect to specified bilateral
programs or international financial institution
projects or programs in a sanctioned country,
entity, or municipality upon providing a written
determination to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and the Committee on Foreign Relations of
the Senate and the Committee on Appropria-
tions and the Committee on International Rela-
tions of the House of Representatives that such
assistance directly supports the implementation
of the Dayton Agreement and its Annexes,
which include the obligation to apprehend and
transfer indicted war criminals to the Tribunal.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 15 days after the
date of any written determination under para-
graph (1) the Secretary of State shall submit a
report to the Committees on Appropriations and
Foreign Relations and the Select Committee on
Intelligence of the Senate and the Committees
on Appropriations and International Relations
and the Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence of the House of Representatives regard-
ing the status of efforts to secure the voluntary
surrender or apprehension and transfer of per-
sons indicted by the Tribunal, in accordance
with the Dayton Agreement, and outlining ob-
stacles to achieving this goal.

(3) ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS AND PROJECTS AF-
FECTED.—Any waiver made pursuant to this

subsection shall be effective only with respect to
a specified bilateral program or multilateral as-
sistance project or program identified in the de-
termination of the Secretary of State to Con-
gress.

(i) TERMINATION OF SANCTIONS.—The sanc-
tions imposed pursuant to subsections (a) and
(b) with respect to a country or entity shall
cease to apply only if the Secretary of State de-
termines and certifies to Congress that the au-
thorities of that country, entity, or municipality
have apprehended and transferred to the Tri-
bunal all persons who have been publicly in-
dicted by the Tribunal.

(j) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section—
(1) COUNTRY.—The term ‘‘country’’ means

Bosnia-Herzegovina, Croatia, and Serbia.
(2) ENTITY.—The term ‘‘entity’’ refers to the

Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosova,
Montenegro, and the Republika Srpska.

(3) DAYTON AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Dayton
Agreement’’ means the General Framework
Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, together with annexes relating
thereto, done at Dayton, November 10 through
16, 1995.

(4) TRIBUNAL.—The term ‘‘Tribunal’’ means
the International Criminal Tribunal for the
Former Yugoslavia.

(k) ROLE OF HUMAN RIGHTS ORGANIZATIONS
AND GOVERNMENT AGENCIES.—In carrying out
this section, the Secretary of State, the Adminis-
trator of the Agency for International Develop-
ment, and the executive directors of the inter-
national financial institutions shall consult
with representatives of human rights organiza-
tions and all government agencies with relevant
information to help prevent publicly indicted
war criminals from benefiting from any finan-
cial or technical assistance or grants provided to
any country or entity described in subsection
(e).

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST MINORITY RELIGIOUS
FAITHS IN THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION

SEC. 565. None of the funds appropriated
under this Act may be made available for the
Government of the Russian Federation, after 180
days from the date of the enactment of this Act,
unless the President determines and certifies in
writing to the Committees on Appropriations
and the Committee on Foreign Relations of the
Senate that the Government of the Russian Fed-
eration has implemented no statute, executive
order, regulation or similar government action
that would discriminate, or would have as its
principal effect discrimination, against religious
groups or religious communities in the Russian
Federation in violation of accepted inter-
national agreements on human rights and reli-
gious freedoms to which the Russian Federation
is a party.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

SEC. 566. (a) Funds made available in this Act
to support programs or activities the primary
purpose of which is promoting or assisting coun-
try participation in the Kyoto Protocol to the
Framework Convention on Climate Change
(FCCC) shall only be made available subject to
the regular notification procedures of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations.

(b) The President shall provide a detailed ac-
count of all Federal agency obligations and ex-
penditures for climate change programs and ac-
tivities, domestic and international obligations
for such activities in fiscal year 2001, and any
plan for programs thereafter related to the im-
plementation or the furtherance of protocols
pursuant to, or related to negotiations to amend
the FCCC in conjunction with the President’s
submission of the Budget of the United States
Government for Fiscal Year 2002: Provided,
That such report shall include an accounting of
expenditures by agency with each agency iden-
tifying climate change activities and associated
costs by line item as presented in the President’s
Budget Appendix: Provided further, That such
report shall identify with regard to the Agency
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for International Development, obligations and
expenditures by country or central program and
activity.

AID TO THE GOVERNMENT OF THE DEMOCRATIC
REPUBLIC OF CONGO

SEC. 567. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
provided to the Central Government of the
Democratic Republic of Congo.

ASSISTANCE FOR THE MIDDLE EAST

SEC. 568. Of the funds appropriated in titles II
and III of this Act under the headings ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’, ‘‘Foreign Military Fi-
nancing Program’’, ‘‘International Military
Education and Training’’, ‘‘Peacekeeping Oper-
ations’’, for refugees resettling in Israel under
the heading ‘‘Migration and Refugee Assist-
ance’’, and for assistance for Israel to carry out
provisions of chapter 8 of part II of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961 under the heading ‘‘Non-
proliferation, Anti-Terrorism, Demining and Re-
lated Programs’’, not more than a total of
$5,241,150,000 may be made available for Israel,
Egypt, Jordan, Lebanon, the West Bank and
Gaza, the Israel-Lebanon Monitoring Group,
the Multinational Force and Observers, the
Middle East Regional Democracy Fund, Middle
East Regional Cooperation, and Middle East
Multilateral Working Groups: Provided, That
any funds that were appropriated under such
headings in prior fiscal years and that were at
the time of the enactment of this Act obligated
or allocated for other recipients may not during
fiscal year 2001 be made available for activities
that, if funded under this Act, would be re-
quired to count against this ceiling: Provided
further, That funds may be made available not-
withstanding the requirements of this section if
the President determines and certifies to the
Committees on Appropriations that it is impor-
tant to the national security interest of the
United States to do so and any such additional
funds shall only be provided through the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Committees
on Appropriations.

ENTERPRISE FUND RESTRICTIONS

SEC. 569. Prior to the distribution of any as-
sets resulting from any liquidation, dissolution,
or winding up of an Enterprise Fund, in whole
or in part, the President shall submit to the
Committees on Appropriations, in accordance
with the regular notification procedures of the
Committees on Appropriations, a plan for the
distribution of the assets of the Enterprise
Fund.

CAMBODIA

SEC. 570. (a) The Secretary of the Treasury
should instruct the United States executive di-
rectors of the international financial institu-
tions to use the voice and vote of the United
States to oppose loans to the Central Govern-
ment of Cambodia, except loans to support basic
human needs.

(b) None of the funds appropriated by this Act
may be made available for assistance for the
Central Government of Cambodia.

FOREIGN MILITARY TRAINING REPORT

SEC. 571. (a) The Secretary of Defense and the
Secretary of State shall jointly provide to the
Congress by March 1, 2001, a report on all mili-
tary training provided to foreign military per-
sonnel (excluding sales, and excluding training
provided to the military personnel of countries
belonging to the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation) under programs administered by the De-
partment of Defense and the Department of
State during fiscal years 2000 and 2001, includ-
ing those proposed for fiscal year 2001. This re-
port shall include, for each such military train-
ing activity, the foreign policy justification and
purpose for the training activity, the cost of the
training activity, the number of foreign students
trained and their units of operation, and the lo-
cation of the training. In addition, this report
shall also include, with respect to United States
personnel, the operational benefits to United

States forces derived from each such training
activity and the United States military units in-
volved in each such training activity. This re-
port may include a classified annex if deemed
necessary and appropriate.

(b) For purposes of this section a report to
Congress shall be deemed to mean a report to
the Appropriations and Foreign Relations Com-
mittees of the Senate and the Appropriations
and International Relations Committees of the
House of Representatives.

KOREAN PENINSULA ENERGY DEVELOPMENT
ORGANIZATION

SEC. 572. (a) Of the funds made available
under the heading ‘‘Nonproliferation, Anti-ter-
rorism, Demining and Related Programs’’, not to
exceed $55,000,000 may be made available for the
Korean Peninsula Energy Development Organi-
zation (hereafter referred to in this section as
‘‘KEDO’’), notwithstanding any other provision
of law, only for the administrative expenses and
heavy fuel oil costs associated with the Agreed
Framework.

(b) Such funds may be made available for
KEDO only if, 30 days prior to such obligation
of funds, the President certifies and so reports
to Congress that—

(1) the parties to the Agreed Framework have
taken and continue to take demonstrable steps
to implement the Joint Declaration on
Denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula in
which the Government of North Korea has com-
mitted not to test, manufacture, produce, re-
ceive, possess, store, deploy, or use nuclear
weapons, and not to possess nuclear reprocess-
ing or uranium enrichment facilities;

(2) the parties to the Agreed Framework have
taken and continue to take demonstrable steps
to pursue the North-South dialogue;

(3) North Korea is complying with all provi-
sions of the Agreed Framework;

(4) North Korea has not significantly diverted
assistance provided by the United States for
purposes for which it was not intended;

(5) there is no credible evidence that North
Korea is seeking to develop or acquire the capa-
bility to enrich uranium, or any additional ca-
pability to reprocess spent nuclear fuel;

(6) North Korea is complying with its commit-
ments regarding access to suspect underground
construction at Kumchang-ni;

(7) there is no credible evidence that North
Korea is engaged in a nuclear weapons pro-
gram, including efforts to acquire, develop, test,
produce, or deploy such weapons; and

(8) the United States is continuing to make
significant progress on eliminating the North
Korean ballistic missile threat, including further
missile tests and its ballistic missile exports.

(c) The President may waive the certification
requirements of subsection (b) if the President
determines that it is vital to the national secu-
rity interests of the United States and provides
written policy justifications to the appropriate
congressional committees. No funds may be obli-
gated for KEDO until 30 days after submission
to Congress of such waiver.

(d) The Secretary of State shall, at the time of
the annual presentation for appropriations, sub-
mit a report providing a full and detailed ac-
counting of the fiscal year 2002 request for the
United States contribution to KEDO, the ex-
pected operating budget of KEDO, proposed an-
nual costs associated with heavy fuel oil pur-
chases, including unpaid debt, and the amount
of funds pledged by other donor nations and or-
ganizations to support KEDO activities on a per
country basis, and other related activities.

AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT FOUNDATION

SEC. 573. Funds made available to grantees of
the African Development Foundation may be in-
vested pending expenditure for project purposes
when authorized by the President of the Foun-
dation: Provided, That interest earned shall be
used only for the purposes for which the grant
was made: Provided further, That this authority
applies to interest earned both prior to and fol-

lowing enactment of this provision: Provided
further, That notwithstanding section 505(a)(2)
of the African Development Foundation Act, in
exceptional circumstances the board of directors
of the Foundation may waive the $250,000 limi-
tation contained in that section with respect to
a project: Provided further, That the Founda-
tion shall provide a report to the Committees on
Appropriations in advance of exercising such
waiver authority.
PROHIBITION ON ASSISTANCE TO THE PALESTINIAN

BROADCASTING CORPORATION
SEC. 574. None of the funds appropriated or

otherwise made available by this Act may be
used to provide equipment, technical support,
consulting services, or any other form of assist-
ance to the Palestinian Broadcasting Corpora-
tion.

IRAQ
SEC. 575. Notwithstanding any other provision

of law, of the funds appropriated under the
heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, not less
than $25,000,000 shall be made available for pro-
grams benefiting the Iraqi people, of which not
less than $12,000,000 should be made available
for food, medicine, and other humanitarian as-
sistance (including related administrative, com-
munications, logistical, and transportation
costs) to be provided to the Iraqi people inside
Iraq: Provided, That such assistance should be
provided through the Iraqi National Congress
Support Foundation or the Iraqi National Con-
gress: Provided further, That not less than
$6,000,000 of the amounts made available for
programs benefiting the Iraqi people should be
made available to the Iraqi National Congress
Support Foundation or the Iraqi National Con-
gress for the production and broadcasting inside
Iraq of radio and satellite television program-
ming: Provided further, That funds may be
made available to support efforts to bring about
political transition in Iraq which may be made
available only to Iraqi opposition groups des-
ignated under the Iraq Liberation Act (Public
Law 105–338) for political, economic, humani-
tarian, and other activities of such groups, and
not to exceed $2,000,000 may be made available
for groups and activities seeking the prosecution
of Saddam Hussein and other Iraqi government
officials for war crimes: Provided further, That
none of these funds may be made available for
administrative expenses of the Department of
State: Provided further, That the President
shall, not later than 60 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, submit to the Committees
on Appropriations of the Senate and the House
of Representatives a plan (in classified or un-
classified form) for the transfer to the Iraqi Na-
tional Congress Support Foundation or the Iraqi
National Congress of humanitarian assistance
for the Iraqi people pursuant to this paragraph,
and for the commencement of broadcasting oper-
ations pursuant to this paragraph.

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
BUDGET JUSTIFICATION

SEC. 576. The Agency for International Devel-
opment shall submit to the Committees on Ap-
propriations a detailed budget justification that
is consistent with the requirements of section
515, for each fiscal year. The Agency shall sub-
mit to the Committees on Appropriations a pro-
posed budget justification format no later than
November 15, 2000, or 30 days after the enact-
ment of this Act, whichever occurs later. The
proposed format shall include how the Agency’s
budget justification will address: (1) estimated
levels of obligations for the current fiscal year
and actual levels for the 2 previous fiscal years;
(2) the President’s request for new budget au-
thority and estimated carryover obligational au-
thority for the budget year; (3) the
disaggregation of budget data and staff levels
by program and activity for each bureau, field
mission, and central office; and (4) the need for
a user-friendly, transparent budget narrative.

KYOTO PROTOCOL
SEC. 577. None of the funds appropriated by

this Act shall be used to propose or issue rules,
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regulations, decrees, or orders for the purpose of
implementation, or in preparation for implemen-
tation, of the Kyoto Protocol, which was adopt-
ed on December 11, 1997, in Kyoto, Japan, at the
Third Conference of the Parties to the United
States Framework Convention on Climate
Change, which has not been submitted to the
Senate for advice and consent to ratification
pursuant to article II, section 2, clause 2, of the
United States Constitution, and which has not
entered into force pursuant to article 25 of the
Protocol.

WEST BANK AND GAZA PROGRAM

SEC. 578. For fiscal year 2001, 30 days prior to
the initial obligation of funds for the bilateral
West Bank and Gaza Program, the Secretary of
State shall certify to the appropriate committees
of Congress that procedures have been estab-
lished to assure the Comptroller General of the
United States will have access to appropriate
United States financial information in order to
review the uses of United States assistance for
the Program funded under the heading ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ for the West Bank and
Gaza.

INDONESIA

SEC. 579. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act
under the headings ‘‘International Military
Education and Training’’ and ‘‘Foreign Mili-
tary Financing Program’’ may be made avail-
able for Indonesia if the President determines
and submits a report to the appropriate congres-
sional committees that the Government of Indo-
nesia and the Indonesian Armed Forces are—

(1) taking effective measures to bring to justice
members of the armed forces and militia groups
against whom there is credible evidence of
human rights violations;

(2) taking effective measures to bring to justice
members of the armed forces against whom there
is credible evidence of aiding or abetting militia
groups;

(3) allowing displaced persons and refugees to
return home to East Timor, including providing
safe passage for refugees returning from West
Timor;

(4) not impeding the activities of the United
Nations Transitional Authority in East Timor;

(5) demonstrating a commitment to preventing
incursions into East Timor by members of militia
groups in West Timor; and

(6) demonstrating a commitment to account-
ability by cooperating with investigations and
prosecutions of members of the Indonesian
Armed Forces and militia groups responsible for
human rights violations in Indonesia and East
Timor.

MAN AND THE BIOSPHERE

SEC. 580. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
provided for the United Nations Man and the
Biosphere Program or the United Nations World
Heritage Fund.

TAIWAN REPORTING REQUIREMENT

SEC. 581. Not less than 30 days prior to the
next round of arms talks between the United
States and Taiwan, the President shall consult,
on a classified basis, with appropriate Congres-
sional leaders and committee chairmen and
ranking members regarding the following mat-
ters:

(1) Taiwan’s requests for purchase of defense
articles and defense services during the pending
round of arms talks;

(2) the Administration’s assessment of the le-
gitimate defense needs of Taiwan, in light of
Taiwan’s requests; and

(3) the decision-making process used by the
Executive branch to consider those requests.
RESTRICTION ON UNITED STATES ASSISTANCE FOR

CERTAIN RECONSTRUCTION EFFORTS IN CENTRAL
EUROPE

SEC. 582. Funds appropriated or otherwise
made available by this Act for United States as-
sistance for Eastern Europe and the Baltic
States should to the maximum extent practicable

be used for the procurement of articles and serv-
ices of United States origin.

RESTRICTIONS ON ASSISTANCE TO GOVERNMENTS
DESTABILIZING SIERRA LEONE

SEC. 583. (a) None of the funds appropriated
by this Act may be made available for assistance
for the government of any country that the Sec-
retary of State determines there is credible evi-
dence that such government has provided lethal
or non-lethal military support or equipment, di-
rectly or through intermediaries, within the pre-
vious 6 months to the Sierra Leone Revolu-
tionary United Front (RUF), or any other group
intent on destabilizing the democratically elect-
ed government of the Republic of Sierra Leone.

(b) None of the funds appropriated by this Act
may be made available for assistance for the
government of any country that the Secretary of
State determines there is credible evidence that
such government has aided or abetted, within
the previous 6 months, in the illicit distribution,
transportation, or sale of diamonds mined in Si-
erra Leone.

(c) Whenever the prohibition on assistance re-
quired under subsection (a) or (b) is exercised,
the Secretary of State shall notify the Commit-
tees on Appropriations in a timely manner.

VOLUNTARY SEPARATION INCENTIVES
SEC. 584. Section 579(c)(2)(D) of the Foreign

Operations, Export Financing, and Related Pro-
grams Appropriations Act, 2000, as enacted by
section 1000(a)(2) of the Consolidated Appro-
priations Act, 2000 (Public Law 106–113), is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2000’’ and
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘December 31, 2001’’.
CONTRIBUTIONS TO UNITED NATIONS POPULATION

FUND
SEC. 585. (1) LIMITATIONS ON AMOUNT OF CON-

TRIBUTION.—Of the amounts made available
under ‘‘International Organizations and Pro-
grams’’, not more than $25,000,000 for fiscal year
2001 shall be available for the United Nations
Population Fund (hereafter in this subsection
referred to as the ‘‘UNFPA’’).

(2) PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS IN CHINA.—
None of the funds made available under ‘‘Inter-
national Organizations and Programs’’ may be
made available for the UNFPA for a country
program in the People’s Republic of China.

(3) CONDITIONS ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—
Amounts made available under ‘‘International
Organizations and Programs’’ for fiscal year
2001 for the UNFPA may not be made available
to UNFPA unless—

(A) the UNFPA maintains amounts made
available to the UNFPA under this section in an
account separate from other accounts of the
UNFPA;

(B) the UNFPA does not commingle amounts
made available to the UNFPA under this section
with other sums; and

(C) the UNFPA does not fund abortions.
(4) REPORT TO THE CONGRESS AND WITH-

HOLDING OF FUNDS.—
(A) Not later than February 15, 2001, the Sec-

retary of State shall submit a report to the ap-
propriate congressional committees indicating
the amount of funds that the United Nations
Population Fund is budgeting for the year in
which the report is submitted for a country pro-
gram in the People’s Republic of China.

(B) If a report under subparagraph (A) indi-
cates that the United Nations Population Fund
plans to spend funds for a country program in
the People’s Republic of China in the year cov-
ered by the report, then the amount of such
funds that the UNFPA plans to spend in the
People’s Republic of China shall be deducted
from the funds made available to the UNFPA
after March 1 for obligation for the remainder of
the fiscal year in which the report is submitted.

INDOCHINESE PAROLEES

SEC. 586. (a) The status of certain aliens from
Vietnam, Cambodia, and Laos described in sub-
section (b) of this section may be adjusted by the
Attorney General, under such regulations as she
may prescribe, to that of an alien lawfully ad-
mitted permanent residence if—

(1) within three years after the date of pro-
mulgation by the Attorney General of regula-
tions in connection with this title the alien
makes an application for such adjustment and
pays the appropriate fee;

(2) the alien is otherwise eligible to receive an
immigrant visa and is otherwise admissible to
the United States for permanent residence ex-
cept as described in subsection (c); and

(3) the alien had been physically present in
the United States prior to October 1, 1997.

(b) The benefits provided by subsection (a)
shall apply to any alien who is a native or cit-
izen of Vietnam, Laos, or Cambodia and who
was inspected and paroled into the United
States before October 1, 1997 and was physically
present in the United States on October 1, 1997;
and

(1) was paroled into the United States from
Vietnam under the auspices of the Orderly De-
parture Program; or

(2) was paroled into the United States from a
refugee camp in East Asia; or

(3) was paroled into the United States from a
displaced person camp administered by the
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees
in Thailand.

(c) WAIVER OF CERTAIN GROUNDS FOR INAD-
MISSIBILITY.—The provisions of paragraph (4),
(5), and 7(A) and (9) of section 212(a) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act shall not be ap-
plicable to any alien seeking admission to the
United States under this subsection, and, not-
withstanding any other provision of law, the
Attorney General may waive 212(a)(1); 212(a)(6)
(B), (C), and (F); 212(8)(A); 212(a)(10) (B) and
(D) with respect to such an alien in order to pre-
vent extreme hardship to the alien or the alien’s
spouse, parent, son or daughter, who is a citizen
of the United States or an alien lawfully admit-
ted for permanent residence. Any such waiver
by the Attorney General shall be in writing and
shall be granted only on an individual basis fol-
lowing an investigation.

(d) CEILING.—The number of aliens who may
be provided adjustment of status under this pro-
vision shall not exceed 5,000.

(e) DATE OF APPROVAL.—Upon the approval
of such an application for adjustment of status,
the Attorney General shall create a record of the
alien’s admission as a lawful permanent resi-
dent as of the date of the alien’s inspection and
parole described in subsection (b)(1), (b)(2) and
(b)(3).

(f) NO OFFSET IN NUMBER OF VISAS AVAIL-
ABLE.—When an alien is granted the status of
having been lawfully admitted for permanent
residence under this section the Secretary of
State shall not be required to reduce the number
of immigrant visas authorized to be issued under
the Immigration and Nationality Act.

AMERICAN CHURCHWOMEN IN EL SALVADOR

SEC. 587. (a) Information relevant to the De-
cember 2, 1980, murders of four American
churchwomen in El Salvador shall be made pub-
lic to the fullest extent possible.

(b) The Secretary of State and the Department
of State are to be commended for fully releasing
information regarding the murders.

(c) The President shall order all Federal agen-
cies and departments that possess relevant in-
formation to make every effort to declassify and
release to the victims’ families relevant informa-
tion as expeditiously as possible.

(d) In making determinations concerning the
declassification and release of relevant informa-
tion, the Federal agencies and departments
shall presume in favor of releasing, rather than
of withholding, such information.

PROCUREMENT AND FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT
REFORM

SEC. 588. (a) FUNDING CONDITIONS.—Of the
funds made available under the heading ‘‘Inter-
national Financial Institutions’’ in this Act, 10
percent of the United States portion or payment
to such International Financial Institution
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shall be withheld by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, until the Secretary certifies to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations that, to the extent perti-
nent to its lending programs, the institution is—

(1) Implementing procedures for conducting
annual audits by qualified independent auditors
for all new investment lending;

(2) Implementing procedures for annual inde-
pendent external audits of central bank finan-
cial statements for countries making use of
International Monetary Fund resources under
new arrangements or agreements with the Fund;

(3) Taking steps to establish an independent
fraud and corruption investigative organization
or office;

(4) Implementing a process to assess a recipi-
ent country’s procurement and financial man-
agement capabilities including an analysis of
the risks of corruption prior to initiating new
investment lending; and

(5) Taking steps to fund and implement pro-
grams and policies to improve transparency and
anti-corruption programs and procurement and
financial management controls in recipient
countries.

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary of the Treasury
shall report on March 1, 2001 to the Committees
on Appropriations on progress made by each
International Financial Institution, and, to the
extent pertinent to its lending programs, the
International Monetary Fund, to fulfill the ob-
jectives identified in subsection (a) and on
progress of the International Monetary Fund to
implement procedures for annual independent
external audits of central bank financial state-
ments for countries making use of Fund re-
sources under all new arrangements with the
Fund.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—The term ‘‘International Fi-
nancial Institutions’’ means the International
Bank for Reconstruction and Development, the
International Development Association, the
International Finance Corporation, the Inter-
American Development Bank, the Inter-Amer-
ican Investment Corporation, the Enterprise for
the Americas Multilateral Investment Fund, the
Asian Development Bank, the Asian Develop-
ment Fund, the African Development Bank, the
African Development Fund, the European Bank
for Reconstruction and Development, and the
International Monetary Fund.

COMMERCIAL LEASING OF DEFENSE ARTICLES

SEC. 589. Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, and subject to the regular notification
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations,
the authority of section 23(a) of the Arms Export
Control Act may be used to provide financing to
Israel, Egypt and NATO and major non-NATO
allies for the procurement by leasing (including
leasing with an option to purchase) of defense
articles from United States commercial suppliers,
not including Major Defense Equipment (other
than helicopters and other types of aircraft hav-
ing possible civilian application), if the Presi-
dent determines that there are compelling for-
eign policy or national security reasons for
those defense articles being provided by commer-
cial lease rather than by government-to-govern-
ment sale under such Act.

FOREIGN MILITARY EXPENDITURES REPORT

SEC. 590. Section 511(b) of the Foreign Oper-
ations, Export Financing, and Related Programs
Appropriations Act, 1993 (Public Law 102–391) is
amended by repealing paragraph (2) relating to
military expenditures.
ABOLITION OF THE INTER-AMERICAN FOUNDATION

SEC. 591. Section 586 of the Foreign Oper-
ations, Export Financing, and Related Programs
Appropriations Act, 2000, as enacted by section
1000(a)(2) of Public Law 106–113, is amended—

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘year 2000’’
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘years 2000 and
2001’’; and

(2) in subsection (c)(2), by striking ‘‘6290f’’
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘290f’’.

REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR ANNUAL GAO RE-
PORT ON THE FINANCIAL OPERATIONS OF THE
INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND

SEC. 592. Section 1706 of the International Fi-
nancial Institutions Act (22 U.S.C. 262r–5) is re-
pealed.

EXTENSION OF GAO AUTHORITIES

SEC. 593. The funds made available to the
Comptroller General pursuant to Title I, Chap-
ter 4 of Public Law 106–31 shall remain available
until expended.

FUNDING FOR SERBIA

SEC. 594. (a) Of the funds made available in
this Act, up to $100,000,000 may be made avail-
able for assistance for Serbia: Provided, That
none of these funds may be made available for
assistance for Serbia after March 31, 2001 unless
the President has made the determination and
certification contained in subsection (c).

(b) After March 31, 2001, the Secretary of the
Treasury should instruct the United States exec-
utive directors to international financial institu-
tions to support loans and assistance to the
Government of the Federal Republic of Yugo-
slavia subject to the conditions in subsection (c):
Provided, That section 576 of the Foreign Oper-
ations, Export Financing, and Related Programs
Appropriations Act, 1997, as amended, shall not
apply to the provision of loans and assistance to
the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia through
international financial institutions.

(c) The determination and certification re-
ferred to in subsection (a) is a determination by
the President and a certification to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate that the Govern-
ment of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia is—

(1) cooperating with the International Crimi-
nal Tribunal for Yugoslavia including access for
investigators, the provision of documents, and
the surrender and transfer of indictees or assist-
ance in their apprehension;

(2) taking steps that are consistent with the
Dayton Accords to end Serbian financial, polit-
ical, security and other support which has
served to maintain separate Republika Srpska
institutions; and

(3) taking steps to implement policies which
reflect a respect for minority rights and the rule
of law.

(d) Subsections (b) and (c) shall not apply to
Montenegro, Kosova, humanitarian assistance
or assistance to promote democracy in munici-
palities.

(e) The Secretary of State should instruct the
United States representatives to regional and
international organizations to support member-
ship for the Government of the Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia (FRY) subject to a certification by
the President to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and the
Senate that the FRY has applied for member-
ship on the same basis as the other successor
states to the FRY and has taken appropriate
steps to resolve issues related to state liabilities,
assets and property.

FORESTRY INITIATIVE

SEC. 595. (a) The provisions of S. 3140 of the
106th Congress, as introduced on September 28,
2000 are hereby enacted into law.

(b) In publishing the Act in slip form and in
the United States Statutes at Large pursuant to
section 112, of title 1, United States Code, the
Archivist of the United States shall include after
the date of approval at the end appendixes set-
ting forth the texts of the bill referred to in sub-
section (a) of this section.

USER FEES

SEC. 596. The Secretary of the Treasury shall
instruct the United States Executive Director at
each international financial institution (as de-
fined in section 1701(c)(2) of the International
Financial Institutions Act) and the Inter-
national Monetary Fund to oppose any loan of
these institutions that would require user fees or
service charges on poor people for primary edu-
cation or primary healthcare, including preven-

tion and treatment efforts for HIV/AIDS, ma-
laria, tuberculosis, and infant, child, and ma-
ternal well-being, in connection with the insti-
tutions’ lending programs.

BASIC EDUCATION ASSISTANCE FOR PAKISTAN
SEC. 597. Funds appropriated by this Act to

carry out the provisions of chapter 1 of part I
and chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 may be made available for as-
sistance for basic education programs for Paki-
stan, notwithstanding any provision of law that
restricts assistance to foreign countries: Pro-
vided, That such assistance is subject to the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Committees
on Appropriations.

AUTHORIZATION FOR POPULATION PLANNING
SEC. 598. Not to exceed $425,000,000 of the

funds appropriated in title II of this Act may be
available for population planning activities or
other population assistance: Provided, That
notwithstanding section 614 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, or any other provision of
law, none of such funds may be obligated or ex-
pended until February 15, 2001.

TITLE VI—EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATIONS

BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE
FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

INTERNATIONAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE
For an additional amount for ‘‘International

Disaster Assistance’’, $135,000,000, for rehabili-
tation and reconstruction assistance for Mozam-
bique, Madagascar, and southern Africa, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, That
none of the funds appropriated under this head-
ing may be made available for nonproject assist-
ance: Provided further, That prior to any obli-
gation of funds appropriated under this head-
ing, the Administrator of the Agency for Inter-
national Development shall provide the Commit-
tees on Appropriations with a detailed report
containing the amount of the proposed obliga-
tion and a description of the programs and
projects, on a country-by-country basis, to be
funded with such amount: Provided further,
That up to $12,000,000 of the funds appropriated
under this heading may be charged to finance
obligations for which appropriations available
under chapter 1 and 10 of part I of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961 were initially charged for
assistance for rehabilitation and reconstruction
for Mozambique, Madagascar, and southern Af-
rica: Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, up to $5,000,000 may
be used for administrative expenses, including
auditing costs, of the Agency for International
Development associated with the assistance fur-
nished under this heading: Provided further,
That the entire amount is designated by the
Congress as an emergency requirement pursuant
to section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as
amended: Provided further, That the entire
amount provided shall be available only to the
extent an official budget request that includes
designation of the entire amount of the request
as an emergency requirement as defined in the
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Con-
trol Act of 1985, as amended, is transmitted by
the President to the Congress.

OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE AGENCY FOR
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operating Ex-
penses of the Agency for International Develop-
ment’’, $13,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2001: Provided, That the entire
amount is designated by the Congress as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as amended:
Provided further, That the amount provided
shall be available only to the extent that an of-
ficial budget request that includes designation
of the entire amount as an emergency require-
ment pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control
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Act of 1985, as amended, is transmitted by the
President to the Congress.

OTHER BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE

ASSISTANCE FOR EASTERN EUROPE AND THE
BALTIC STATES

For an additional amount for ‘‘Assistance for
Eastern Europe and the Baltic States’’,
$75,825,000, to remain available until September
30, 2002: Provided, That this amount shall only
be available for assistance for Montenegro, Cro-
atia, and Serbia: Provided further, That the en-
tire amount is designated by the Congress as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as amended:
Provided further, That the amount provided
shall be available only to the extent that an of-
ficial budget request that includes designation
of the entire amount as an emergency require-
ment pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control
Act of 1985, as amended, is transmitted by the
President to the Congress.

MILITARY ASSISTANCE

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

INTERNATIONAL MILITARY EDUCATION AND
TRAINING

For an additional amount for ‘‘International
Military Education and Training’’, $2,875,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2002, for
grants to countries of the Balkans and south-
east Europe: Provided, That funds appropriaed
in this paragraph shall be made available not-
withstanding section 10 of Public Law 91–672
and section 15 of the State Department Basic
Authorities Act of 1956: Provided further, That
the entire amount is designated by the Congress
as an emergency requirement pursuant to sec-
tion 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as
amended: Provided further, That the amount
provided shall be available only to the extent
that an official budget request that includes
designation of the entire amount as an emer-
gency requirement pursuant to section
251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as amended, is
transmitted by the President to the Congress.

FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM

For an additional amount for ‘‘Foreign Mili-
tary Financing Program’’, to enable the Presi-
dent to carry out section 23 of the Arms Export
Control Act, $31,000,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2002, for grants to countries
of the Balkans and southeast Europe: Provided,
That funds appropriated in this paragraph shall
be made available notwithstanding section 10 of
Public Law 91–672 and section 15 of the State
Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956: Pro-
vided further, That funds made available under
this heading shall be nonrepayable, notwith-
standing sections 23(b) and 23(c) of the Act: Pro-
vided further, That the entire amount is des-
ignated by the Congress as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A) of
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Act of 1985, as amended: Provided fur-
ther, That the amount provided shall be avail-
able only to the extent that an official budget
request that includes designation of the entire
amount as an emergency requirement pursuant
to section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as
amended, is transmitted by the President to the
Congress.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

DEBT RESTRUCTURING

For an additional amount for ‘‘Debt restruc-
turing’’ $210,000,000 for a contribution to the
‘‘Heavily Indebted Poor Countries Trust Fund’’
of the International Bank for Reconstruction
and Development (HIPC Trust Fund): Provided,
That the entire amount is designated by the
Congress as an emergency requirement pursuant
to section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget

and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as
amended: Provided further, That the entire
amount provided shall be available only to the
extent an official budget request that includes
designation of the entire amount as an emer-
gency requirement as defined in the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of
1985, as amended, is transmitted by the Presi-
dent to the Congress.

GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS TITLE
SEC. 601. LIMITATION ON SUPPLEMENTAL

FUNDS FOR POPULATION PLANNING.—Amounts
appropriated under this title or under any other
provision of law for fiscal year 2001 that are in
addition to the funds made available under title
II of this Act shall be deemed to have been ap-
propriated under title II of such Act and shall
be subject to all limitations and restrictions con-
tained in section 599 of this Act, notwith-
standing section 543 of this Act.

TITLE VII—DEBT REDUCTION
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

BUREAU OF THE PUBLIC DEBT

GIFTS TO THE UNITED STATES FOR REDUCTION OF
THE PUBLIC DEBT

For deposit of an additional amount for fiscal
year 2001 into the account established under
section 3113(d) of title 31, United States Code, to
reduce the public debt, $5,000,000,000.

GENERAL PROVISION

ADJUSTMENT OF 2001 DISCRETIONARY SPENDING
CAPS

SEC. 701. (a) Section 251(c)(5) of the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of
1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(c)(5)) is amended by striking
subparagraph (A) and inserting the following:

‘‘(A) for discretionary category:
$637,000,000,000 in new budget authority and
$612,695,000,000 in outlays;’’.

(b) (1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), in
preparing the report in calendar year 2000 as re-
quired by section 254(f) of the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2
U.S.C. 904(f)) with respect to fiscal year 2001,
the Office of Management and Budget shall not
make the calculations required by section
251(b)(2) of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985.

(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to the cal-
culations permitted by subparagraph (B), (C),
(F), and (G) of section 251(b)(2) of the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of
1985.

(c) Under the terms of section 251(b)(2) of the
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Con-
trol Act of 1985, adjustments for rounding shall
be provided for the first amount referred to in
section 251(c)(5)(A) of such Act, as amended by
this section, equal to 0.5 percent of such
amount.
TITLE VIII—INTERNATIONAL DEBT FOR-

GIVENESS AND INTERNATIONAL FINAN-
CIAL INSTITUTIONS REFORM

SEC. 801. DEBT RELIEF UNDER THE HEAVILY IN-
DEBTED POOR COUNTRIES (HIPC)
INITIATIVE.

(a) REPEAL OF LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY
OF EARNINGS ON PROFITS OF NONPUBLIC GOLD
SALES.—Paragraph (1) of section 62 of the
Bretton Woods Agreements Act, as added by sec-
tion 503(a) of H.R. 3425 of the 106th Congress (as
enacted by section 1000(a)(5) of Public Law 106–
113 (113 Stat. 1536)), is amended—

(1) by adding ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (B); and

(2) by striking subparagraph (D).
(b) CONTRIBUTIONS TO HIPC TRUST FUND.—
(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR

CONTRIBUTIONS.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated for the period beginning October 1,
2000, and ending September 30, 2003, $435,000,000
for purposes of United States contributions to
the Heavily Indebted Poor Countries (HIPC)
Trust Fund administered by the Bank.

(2) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts ap-
propriated pursuant to the authorization of ap-

propriations in paragraph (1) shall remain
available until expended.

(c) CERTIFICATION REQUIRED.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-

graph (2), not later than 30 days after the date
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall cer-
tify to the appropriate congressional committees
that the following requirements are satisfied:

(A) IMPLEMENTATION BY THE BANK OF CERTAIN
POLICIES.—The Bank is implementing—

(i) policies providing for the suspension of a
loan if funds are being diverted for purposes
other than the purpose for which the loan was
intended;

(ii) policies seeking to prevent loans from dis-
placing private sector financing;

(iii) policies requiring that loans other than
project loans must be disbursed—

(I) on the basis of specific prior reforms; or
(II) incrementally upon implementation of

specific reforms after initial disbursement;
(iv) policies seeking to minimize the number of

projects receiving financing that would displace
a population involuntarily or be to the det-
riment of the people or culture of the area into
which the displaced population is to be moved;

(v) policies vigorously promoting open markets
and liberalization of trade in goods and services;

(vi) policies providing that financing by the
Bank concentrates chiefly on projects and pro-
grams that promote economic and social
progress rather than short-term liquidity financ-
ing; and

(vii) policies providing for the establishment of
appropriate qualitative and quantitative indica-
tors to measure progress toward graduation
from receiving financing on concessionary
terms, including an estimated timetable by
which countries may graduate over the next 15
years.

(B) IMPLEMENTATION BY THE FUND OF CERTAIN
POLICIES.—The Fund is implementing—

(i) policies providing for the suspension of a
financing if funds are being diverted for pur-
poses other than the purpose for which the fi-
nancing was intended;

(ii) policies seeking to ensure that financing
by the Fund normally serves as a catalyst for
private sector financing and does not displace
such financing;

(iii) policies requiring that financing must be
disbursed—

(I) on the basis of specific prior reforms; or
(II) incrementally upon implementation of

specific reforms after initial disbursement;
(iv) policies vigorously promoting open mar-

kets and liberalization of trade in goods and
services;

(v) policies providing that financing by the
Fund concentrates chiefly on short-term balance
of payments financing; and

(vi) policies providing for the use, in conjunc-
tion with the Bank, of appropriate qualitative
and quantitative indicators to measure progress
toward graduation from receiving financing on
concessionary terms, including an estimated
timetable by which countries may graduate over
the next 15 years.

(2) EXCEPTION.—In the event that the Sec-
retary cannot certify that a policy described in
paragraph (1)(A) or (1)(B) is being implemented,
the Secretary shall, not later than 30 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, submit a re-
port to the appropriate congressional committees
on the progress, if any, made by the Bank or the
Fund in adopting and implementing such pol-
icy, as the case may be.
SEC. 802. STRENGTHENING PROCEDURES FOR

MONITORING USE OF FUNDS BY
MULTILATERAL DEVELOPMENT
BANKS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall instruct
the United States Executive Director of each
multilateral development bank to exert the in-
fluence of the United States to strengthen the
bank’s procedures and management controls in-
tended to ensure that funds disbursed by the
bank to borrowing countries are used as in-
tended and in a manner that complies with the
conditions of the bank’s loan to that country.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H10777October 24, 2000
(b) PROGRESS EVALUATION.—Not later than

180 days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall submit to the appropriate
congressional committees a report evaluating the
progress made toward achieving the objectives of
subsection (a), including a description of—

(1) any progress made in improving the super-
vision, monitoring, and auditing of programs
and projects supported by each multilateral de-
velopment bank, in order to identify and reduce
bribery and corruption;

(2) any progress made in developing each mul-
tilateral development bank’s priorities for allo-
cating anticorruption assistance;

(3) country-specific anticorruption programs
supported by each multilateral development
bank;

(4) actions taken to identify and discipline
multilateral development bank employees sus-
pected of knowingly being involved in corrupt
activities; and

(5) the outcome of efforts to harmonize pro-
curement practices across all multilateral devel-
opment banks.
SEC. 803. REPORTS ON POLICIES, OPERATIONS,

AND MANAGEMENT OF INTER-
NATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITU-
TIONS.

(a) ANNUAL REPORT ON FINANCIAL OPER-
ATIONS.—Beginning 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, or October 31, 2000,
whichever is later, and on October 31 of each
year thereafter, the Comptroller General of the
United States shall submit to the appropriate
congressional committees a report on the suffi-
ciency of audits of the financial operations of
each multilateral development bank conducted
by persons or entities outside such bank.

(b) ANNUAL REPORT ON UNITED STATES SUP-
PORTED POLICIES.—Beginning 180 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, or October 31,
2000, whichever is later, and on October 31 of
each year thereafter, the Secretary shall submit
a report to the appropriate congressional com-
mittees on—

(1) the actions taken by recipient countries, as
a result of the assistance allocated to them by
the multilateral development banks under pro-
grams referred to in section 802(b), to strengthen
governance and reduce the opportunity for brib-
ery and corruption; and

(2) how International Development Associa-
tion-financed projects contribute to the eventual
graduation of a representative sample of coun-
tries from reliance on financing on con-
cessionary terms and international development
assistance.

(c) AMENDMENT OF REPORT ON FUND.—Section
1705(a) of the International Financial Institu-
tions Act (22 U.S.C. 262r–4(a)) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘the progress’’;
and

(2) by inserting before the period at the end
the following: ‘‘, and (2) the progress made by
the International Monetary Fund in adopting
and implementing the policies described in sec-
tion 801(c)(1)(B) of the Foreign Operations, Ex-
port Financing, and Related Programs Appro-
priations Act, 2001’’.

(d) REPORT ON DEBT RELIEF.—Not later than
90 days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall submit a report to the appro-
priate congressional committees on the history
of debt relief programs led by, or coordinated
with, international financial institutions, in-
cluding but not limited to—

(1) the extent to which poor countries and the
poorest-of-the-poor benefit from debt relief, in-
cluding measurable evidence of any such bene-
fits; and

(2) the extent to which debt relief contributes
to the graduation of a country from reliance on
financing on concessionary terms and inter-
national development assistance.
SEC. 804. REPEAL OF BILATERAL FUNDING FOR

INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTI-
TUTIONS.

Section 209(d) of the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2169(d); relating to bilateral

funding for international financial institutions)
is repealed.

SEC. 805. REFOCUSED ACTIVITIES OF THE IMF.
The Bretton Woods Agreement Act is amended
by adding the following new section—
‘‘SEC. 63. PRINCIPLES FOR INTERNATIONAL MON-

ETARY FUND LENDING.
‘‘It is the policy of the United States to work

to implement reforms in the International Mone-
tary Fund (IMF) to achieve the following goals:

‘‘(a) SHORT-TERM BALANCE OF PAYMENTS FI-
NANCING.—Lending from the general resources
of the Fund should concentrate chiefly on
short-term balance of payments financing.

‘‘(b) LIMITATIONS ON MEDIUM-TERM FINANC-
ING.—Use of medium-term lending from the gen-
eral resources of the Fund should be limited to
a set of well-defined circumstances, such as—

‘‘(1) when a member’s balance of payments
problems will be protracted,

‘‘(2) such member has a strong structural re-
form program in place, and

‘‘(3) the member has little or no access to pri-
vate sources of capital.

‘‘(c) PREMIUM PRICING.—Premium pricing
should be introduced for lending from the gen-
eral resources of the Fund, for greater than 200
per centum of a member’s quota in the Fund, to
discourage excessive use of Fund lending and to
encourage members to rely on private financing
to the maximum extent possible.

‘‘(d) REDRESSING MISREPORTING OF INFORMA-
TION.—The Fund should have in place and
apply systematically a strong framework of safe-
guards and measures to respond to, correct, and
discourage cases of misreporting of information
in the context of a Fund program, including—

‘‘(1) Suspending Fund disbursements and en-
suring that Fund lending is not resumed to
members that engage in serious misreporting of
material information until such time as remedial
actions and sanctions, as appropriate, have
been applied;

‘‘(2) Ensuring that members make early repay-
ments, where appropriate, of Fund resources
disbursed on the basis of misreported informa-
tion;

‘‘(3) Making public cases of serious
misreporting of material information;

‘‘(4) Requiring all members receiving new dis-
bursements from the Fund to undertake annu-
ally independent audits of central bank finan-
cial statements and publish the resulting audits;
and

‘‘(5) Requiring all members seeking new loans
from the Fund to provide to the Fund detailed
information regarding their internal control pro-
cedures, financial reporting and audit mecha-
nisms and, in cases where there are questions
about the adequacy of these systems, under-
taking an on-site review and identifying needed
remedies.’’.
SEC. 806. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:
(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’’ means the Committee on Foreign
Relations and the Committee on Appropriations
of the Senate, and the Committee on Banking
and Financial Services and the Committee on
Appropriations of the House of Representatives.

(2) BANK.—The term ‘‘Bank’’ means the Inter-
national Bank for Reconstruction and Develop-
ment.

(3) FUND.—The term ‘‘Fund’’ means the Inter-
national Monetary Fund.

(4) INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS.—
The term ‘‘international financial institutions’’
means the multilateral development banks and
the International Monetary Fund.

(5) MULTILATERAL DEVELOPMENT BANKS.—The
term ‘‘multilateral development banks’’ means
the International Bank for Reconstruction and
Development, the International Development
Association, the International Finance Corpora-
tion, the Inter-American Development Bank, the
Asian Development Bank, the Inter-American

Investment Corporation, the African Develop-
ment Bank, the African Development Fund, the
European Bank for Reconstruction and Devel-
opment, and the Multilateral Investment Guar-
anty Agency.

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means
the Secretary of the Treasury.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Foreign Oper-
ations, Export Financing, and Related Programs
Appropriations Act, 2001’’.

Following is explanatory language on H.R.
5526, as introduced on October 24, 2000.

The conferees on H.R. 4811 agree with the
matter in H.R. 5526 and enacted in this con-
ference report by reference and the following
description of it. This bill was developed
through negotiations by subcommittee mem-
ber of the Foreign Operations, Export Fi-
nancing, and Related Programs Subcommit-
tees of the House and Senate on the dif-
ferences in the House passed and Senate
passed versions of H.R. 4811. References in
the following description to the ‘‘conference
agreement’’ mean the matter included in the
introduced bill enacted by this conference
report. References to the House bill mean
the House passed version of H.R. 4811. Ref-
erences to the Senate bill or Senate amend-
ment mean the Senate passed version of H.R.
4811.

TITLE I—EXPORT AND INVESTMENT
ASSISTANCE

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF THE UNITED STATES

SUBSIDY APPROPRIATION

The conference agreement appropriates
$865,000,000 for the subsidy appropriation of
the Export-Import Bank instead of
$768,000,000 as proposed by the Senate and
$742,500,000 as proposed by the House.

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

The conference agreement appropriates
$62,000,000 for administrative expenses of the
Export-Import Bank instead of $58,000,000 as
proposed by the Senate and $55,000,000 as pro-
posed by the House. The conferees also have
included a limitation of $30,000 on represen-
tation expenses of members of the Bank’s
Board of Directors.

The managers are very concerned by the
Bank’s recent consideration of a change to
its regulations that would reduce the volume
of U.S. exports financed by the Bank that
are subject to cargo preference regulations.
The managers direct that none of the funds
provided under this heading in this or prior
year appropriation acts shall be used to plan,
finalize, or implement any notice, regula-
tion, or change in policy with regard to Pub-
lic Resolution 17 (46 App. U.S.C. 1241–1)(1998).
OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION

NON-CREDIT ACCOUNT

The conference agreement provides
$38,000,000 for administrative expenses of the
Overseas Private Investment Corporation
(OPIC) as proposed by the Senate instead of
$37,000,000 as proposed by the House.

The managers urge OPIC to refrain from
entering into contracts involving the Pales-
tinian Authority until the Committees have
been informed that contract disputes be-
tween the Authority and United States cor-
porate entities have been resolved.

TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

The conference agreement appropriates
$50,000,000 for the Trade and Development
Agency instead of $46,000,000 as proposed by
the Senate and the House. It does not in-
clude language regarding reimbursements as
proposed by the Senate.

TITLE II—BILATERAL ECONOMIC
ASSISTANCE

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

CHILD SURVIVAL AND DISEASE PROGRAMS FUND

The conference agreement appropriates
$963,000,000 for the Child Survival and Dis-
ease Programs Fund instead of $886,000,000 as
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proposed by the House. The Senate bill con-
tained no provision on this matter, but in-
cluded regular and emergency funds for these
activities under ‘‘Development Assistance’’
and ‘‘Global Health’’. The conference agree-
ment also continues limitations on the use
of the Fund for non-project assistance.

The managers include a United States con-
tribution to UNICEF, and AID’s program to
promote basic education for children, within
the Child Survival and Disease Programs
Fund, as proposed by the House.

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage allocating $963,000,000 among six pro-
gram categories in the Child Survival and
Disease Programs Fund: $295,000,000 for child
survival and maternal health, including vac-
cine-preventable diseases such as polio;
$30,000,000 for vulnerable children; $300,000,000
for HIV/AIDS; $125,000,000 for other infectious
diseases; $103,000,000 for children’s basic edu-
cation; and $110,000,000 for UNICEF. The con-
ferees expect that any change proposed sub-
sequent to the allocation as directed in bill
language will be subject to the requirements
of section 515 of the Act. A full definition of
these program categories and their compo-
nents can be found on pages 8 through 10 of
House Report 106–270.

Within the child survival and maternal
health program, authority is provided to
transfer up to $50,000,000 as proposed by the
Senate to a fund established for child immu-
nization by the Global Alliance for Vaccines
and Immunization (GAVI). The House bill
provided authority to transfer up to
$37,500,000 to GAVI. The managers are sup-
portive of the GAVI and direct that the Com-
mittees be informed in writing 20 days prior
to the obligation of any funds for GAVI on
the proposed use of any U.S. contribution,
particularly with regard to the amount to be
donated for procurement of vaccines for chil-
dren.

The managers note that a large part of the
vulnerable children program assists AIDS or-
phans, who also benefit from the HIV/AIDS
program. Although the conference agree-
ment does not include bill language regard-
ing funding for blind children, as proposed by
the Senate, the managers recommend not
less than $1,200,000 for assistance for blind
children. The managers also support a total
of $5,000,000 for the Kiwanis/UNICEF Iodine
Deficiency program, with $2,500,000 from the
Child Survival and Disease Programs ac-
count and $2,500,000 from regional accounts
for Europe and Eurasia. AID is also encour-
aged to provide up to $2,000,000 to support
non-governmental organizations, such as
Special Olympics, that work with older chil-
dren, including those with cognitive disabil-
ities and mild mental retardation, to teach
life and job skills. The vulnerable children
program and AID’s Office of Private Vol-
untary Cooperation are encouraged to pro-
vide small matching grants to American-led
volunteer programs in India and other na-
tions that seek to remedy physical disabil-
ities through reconstructive surgery.

The conference agreement includes
$315,000,000 for HIV/AIDS, of which
$300,000,000 is allocated within this account
and not less than $15,000,000 in other ac-
counts and programs. The conference agree-
ment does not include bill language con-
cerning microbicides. However, the man-
agers endorse the Senate report language on
microbicides and direct that not less than
$15,000,000 from the HIV/AIDS program and
the ‘‘Development Assistance’’ account be
made available to the Office of Health and
Nutrition for microbicide research and devel-
opment. These funds are to be managed by
the Director of the HIV/AIDS Division. In ad-
dition, the managers support the Inter-
national AIDS Vaccine Initiative (IAVI),
which seeks to accelerate the development

and distribution of an effective AIDS vaccine
for use in developing countries. The man-
agers urge that not less than $10,000,000 be
provided as a contribution to the Inter-
national AIDS Vaccine Initiative.

In addition, the managers direct AID to
make available $500,000 for a proposal from
the University of California at San Francisco
to develop detailed epidemiological HIV/
AIDS profiles for priority countries and an
online, searchable database of key compara-
tive indicators. The managers also encourage
AID to collaborate with the Peace Corps’
HIV/AIDS initiative, especially in supporting
training activities.

The expected results of funds to develop
and promote the use of vaccines in devel-
oping countries will also assist international
travelers to endemic areas. The managers
urge the Department of State and AID to re-
quire staff, grantees, and contractors to take
all feasible steps to reduce the importation
of vaccine-preventible infectious diseases,
such as hepatitis, into the United States.

The managers note that the Global AIDS
and Tuberculosis Relief Act of 2000 (P.L. 106–
264) authorized that 65 percent of the HIV/
AIDS funding be provided through non-gov-
ernmental organizations (NGOs). The man-
agers concur that NGOs, including religious
institutions and faith based organizations,
provide invaluable services in the fight
against HIV/AIDS. In anticipation of an in-
creasing involvement of the public sector,
particularly in the areas of treatment and
the provision of interventions to reduce
mother-to-child transmission, the managers
agree that assistance provided through NGOs
in cooperation with a foreign government or
using government facilities may be counted
against the 65 percent target in AID’s strat-
egy to implement the Act.

Within the HIV/AIDS program, authority
is provided to transfer $20,000,000 to the fund
authorized by section 141 of the Global AIDS
and Tuberculosis Relief Act. The managers
expect the Secretary of the Treasury and the
Administrator of the Agency for Inter-
national Development to report to the Com-
mittees no later than April 30, 2001 on
progress toward establishment of an inter-
national AIDS Trust Fund administered by
the World Bank.

The managers urge that expanded re-
sources be made available to mother-to-child
transmission (MTCT) programs. As effective
implementation of MTCT programs will take
time, during which health care workers will
be trained, laboratory and testing facilities
established, and community based care serv-
ices for HIV positive mothers developed, AID
may not be able to meet the Global AIDS
Act’s 8.3 percent MTCT funding target in fis-
cal year 2001. The managers expect that
USAID will achieve the MTCT target by the
end of fiscal year 2002.

The conference agreement includes at least
$60,000,000 from all accounts to address the
global health threat from tuberculosis, in-
cluding not less than $45,000,000 from the
other infectious diseases program in the
Child Survival and Disease Programs Fund.
The managers urge AID to continue to work
in close collaboration with organizations
such as the U.S. Centers for Disease Control,
the World Health Organization, the Gorgas
Memorial Institute, and the Global STOP TB
Initiative to implement effective tuber-
culosis control programs at the local level.
The managers direct AID to continue and ex-
pand TB programs undertaken in coopera-
tion with federal and state governments in
Mexico, especially along Mexico’s borders
with Texas, California, Arizona, New Mexico,
and Guatemala.

The other infectious diseases program also
includes $30,000,000 for antimicrobial resist-
ance and infectious disease surveillance, and

$50,000,000 for international efforts to reduce
the incidence of malaria. Drug resistant
parasites and insecticide-resistant mosqui-
toes exacerbate malaria transmission and
place millions throughout the world at risk
of a crippling and often fatal disease. For
this reason, the managers encourage USAID
to designate $2,000,000 to support the estab-
lishment of coordinated centers of excellence
for malaria research, to focus on tropical and
sub-tropical regions. The managers support
and urge AID to favorably consider proposals
for a concerted approach to limiting the re-
surgence of malaria that are submitted
jointly by the University of Notre Dame’s
Vector Biology Laboratory, Tulane Univer-
sity’s Department of Tropical Medicine in
New Orleans, and Latin American and Afri-
can counterpart institutions.

The managers are aware that the HIV/
AIDS and tuberculosis crises require extraor-
dinary efforts on the part of the U.S. Govern-
ment. USAID is encouraged to use, as appro-
priate, its existing waiver authorities re-
garding financing and procurement of goods
and services, and grant making, in order to
expedite the provision of HIV/AIDS and tu-
berculosis assistance and enhance the effi-
ciency of that assistance.

The managers support and urge AID to fa-
vorably consider proposals by Carelift Inter-
national. The managers anticipate that the
ongoing, multiyear collaboration between
AID and Carelift International will be ex-
panded and require $7,000,000, including fu-
ture year appropriations. The conference
agreement does not include Senate language
directing AID to make available to Carelift
International up to $7,000,000 from fiscal year
2001 funds only.

The managers also direct AID to continue
to provide the Committees with a detailed
annual report not later than February 15,
2001, on the programs, projects, and activi-
ties undertaken by the Child Survival and
Disease Programs Fund during fiscal year
2000.

Funds appropriated for the Child Survival
and Disease Programs Fund are intended to
be used for programs, projects and activities.
Funds for administrative expenses to man-
age Fund activities are provided in a sepa-
rate account, with two exceptions included
in the conference agreement: authority for
AID’s central and regional bureaus to use up
to $125,000 from program funds for Operating
Expense-funded personnel to better monitor
and provide oversight of the Fund; and, in
section 522, authority to use up to $16,000,000
to reimburse other government agencies and
private institutions for professional services.
Any proposed transfer of appropriations from
the Fund for administrative expenses of AID
under any other authority shall be subject to
section 515 of this Act.

DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE

The conference agreement appropriates
$1,305,000,000 for ‘‘Development Assistance’’
instead of $1,258,000,000 as proposed by the
House and $1,368,250,000 as proposed by the
Senate. The Senate included funding for pro-
grams carried out by the ‘‘Child Survival and
Disease Programs Fund’’ under its ‘‘Develop-
ment Assistance’’ account.

Of the funds under this heading, the con-
ference agreement appropriates up to
$12,000,000 for the Inter-American Founda-
tion and up to $16,000,000 to the African De-
velopment Foundation. The House bill pro-
posed up to $10,000,000 for the Inter-American
Foundation and up to $16,000,000 for the Afri-
can Development Foundation. The Senate
amendment did not propose funding for the
Inter-American Foundation and provided up
to $14,400,000 for the African Development
Foundation. Section 591 of the conference
agreement provides the President with the



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H10779October 24, 2000
authority to abolish the Inter-American
Foundation during fiscal year 2001.

The Senate amendment proposed that not
less than $425,000,000 be made available to
carry out section 104(b) of the Foreign As-
sistance Act, regarding international popu-
lation planning assistance. The House ad-
dressed this matter in section 586 of its bill
and placed a ceiling of $385,000,000 on bilat-
eral family planning assistance. The con-
ference agreement addresses funding and re-
strictions for international family planning
in section 598.

The conference agreement does not include
language contained in the Senate amend-
ment providing that $2,500,000 may be trans-
ferred from this account to the ‘‘Inter-
national Organizations and Programs’’ ac-
count to provide a total contribution of
$5,000,000 to the International Fund for Agri-
cultural Development (IFAD). The con-
ference agreement provides $5,000,000 from
title IV of this Act for IFAD, as proposed by
the House.

The conference agreement includes bill
language similar to the Senate amendment
that not less than $310,000,000 should be pro-
vided for agriculture and rural development
programs through Foreign Assistance Act
funds and through Support for East Euro-
pean Development Act funds. The House bill
did not address this matter. The managers
continue to support international agri-
culture and rural development activities and
direct AID to increase funding for these im-
portant programs.

The conference agreement provides that, of
the funds for agriculture and rural develop-
ment programs, $30,000,000 should be pro-
vided for biotechnology research and devel-
opment. The conference agreement does not
include bill language for the University of
Missouri-St. Louis International Laboratory
for Tropical Agriculture biotechnology pro-
gram (ILTAP), as proposed by the Senate.
However, the managers support and urge AID
to favorably consider $1,000,000 for ILTAP to
train scientists from Southeast Asia in
methods to fight diseases that threaten rice,
tomatoes, and cassava which the managers
believe will play a key role in stabilizing the
food supply for the region.

The conference agreement does not include
bill language for the University of Cali-
fornia, Davis, as proposed by the Senate.
However, the managers support and urge AID
to favorably consider $1,000,000 for the Uni-
versity of California, Davis to support re-
search and to train foreign scientists in pro-
grams which address improving crop agri-
culture in Central Africa.

The conference agreement does not include
bill language for Tuskegee University, as
proposed by the Senate. However, the man-
agers support and urge AID to favorably con-
sider $1,000,000 to establish a ‘‘Center to Pro-
mote Biotechnology in International Agri-
culture’’ at Tuskegee University. This center
will promote extension and outreach aimed
at policy makers, the media, farmers, and
consumers in cooperation with local sci-
entists. The emphasis should be to identify
agricultural genetic technology applications
crucial to combating hunger, malnutrition,
and boosting low incomes in rural areas.

The conferees agree that Marquette Uni-
versity’s Les Aspin Center for Government,
which has been carrying out training pro-
grams for Africans in democracy and leader-
ship, should receive the same consideration
as similar programs at other Universities
mentioned in the Senate report.

The conference agreement provides that
not less than $2,300,000 should be made avail-
able for a core grant to the International
Fertilizer Development Center (IFDC), which
is similar to the Senate amendment. The
House bill did not address this matter. The

managers strongly support the fertilizer-re-
lated research and development being con-
ducted by IFDC and direct the Administrator
of AID to make at least $4,000,000 available
to IFDC, including not less than $2,300,000 for
its core grant.

The conference agreement provides not
less than $5,200,000 for AmeriCares for the
construction, rehabilitation, and operation
of community-based primary healthcare fa-
cilities in Nicaragua, Honduras, Guatemala,
and El Salvador.

The conference agreement provides that
$500,000 should be made available for support
of the United States Telecommunications
Training Institute. The Senate amendment
included bill language mandating that such
funds be made available for this purpose. The
House bill did not address this matter.

The conference agreement provides that
$17,000,000 should be made available for the
American Schools and Hospitals Abroad
(ASHA) program. The Senate amendment in-
cluded bill language mandating that such
funds be made available for this purpose. The
House bill did not address this matter. The
managers direct ASHA to give full consider-
ation to grant proposals from all qualified
institutions. These may include grant pro-
posals for curriculum, staff support, and re-
lated expenses and for expansion of overseas
facilities owned and operated by U.S. based,
non-profit educational institutions. No regu-
lation, statute, or congressional directive
precludes ASHA funds from being utilized for
these purposes.

The conference agreement provides that
not less than $2,000,000 should be made avail-
able to support an international media train-
ing center. The Senate amendment included
bill language mandating that such funds be
made available for this purpose. The House
bill did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
bill language proposed in the Senate amend-
ment which provided up to $7,000,000 for
Carelift International. The House bill did not
address this matter. The managers have ad-
dressed Carelift International in the ‘‘Child
Survival and Disease Programs Fund’’ sec-
tion of the statement of the managers.

The conference agreement does not include
bill language providing up to $1,500,000 to de-
velop and integrate education programs
aimed at eliminating female genital mutila-
tion (FGM), as proposed in the Senate
amendment. The House bill did not address
this matter. The managers direct the Sec-
retary of State to determine the prevalence
of the practice of FGM and the existence and
enforcement of laws prohibiting this prac-
tice. The Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations, not later than
March 1, 2001, these findings and rec-
ommendations on how the United States
government can best work to eliminate this
practice. The managers direct AID to make
available $1,500,000 to develop and integrate
into development strategies, where appro-
priate, educational programs aimed at elimi-
nating FGM. Further, the managers direct
that AID’s fiscal year 2002 budget justifica-
tion include a narrative regarding the agen-
cy’s proposed budget and programs in this
area.

The managers continue to be concerned
about worldwide trafficking of women and
children and direct AID to provide not less
than $2,500,000, including funds from under
the heading ‘‘Independent States’’, to con-
tinue and expand these anti-trafficking pro-
grams.

The managers strongly support the Col-
laborative Research Support Programs
(CRSPs), as stated in the House and Senate
reports. Prior to the submission of the report
required by section 653 of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act, AID is directed to consult with the

Committees on Appropriations regarding the
proposed allocation of agriculture, rural de-
velopment and CRSPs resources.

The conference agreement does not include
bill language proposed in the Senate amend-
ment providing $1,500,000 for Habitat for Hu-
manity International for construction of
housing in northern India. The House did not
address this matter in bill language. The
managers request that the Department of
State coordinate with AID in determining
the funding responsibility for long-term as-
sistance for Tibetan refugees, including as-
sistance to refugees residing in India. In this
regard, the managers would support the pro-
posal to fund the Tibetan Resettlement
Project in Dehradum, India, consistent with
Tibetan cultural practices. These funds
should be in addition to those allocated for
Tibetan refugees in ‘‘Migration and Refugee
Assistance’’.

The conference agreement does not include
bill language proposed by the Senate amend-
ment regarding microenterprise. The House
bill did not address this matter. Microenter-
prise authorization is included in Public Law
106–309.

The managers continue to believe that pro-
tecting biodiversity and tropical forests in
developing countries is critical to the global
environment and U.S. economic prosperity,
especially for the agricultural and pharma-
ceutical industries. The managers direct AID
to continue to work to increase overall bio-
diversity funding, as well as funding to the
Office of Environment and Natural Re-
sources, consistent with the House and Sen-
ate reports. Not later than 60 days after en-
actment of this Act, AID shall report to the
Committees on Appropriations regarding the
proposed allocation of resources for biodiver-
sity on a bureau-by-bureau basis.

The conference agreement does not include
bill language regarding the Foundation for
Environmental Security and Sustainability,
as proposed in the Senate amendment. The
House bill did not address this matter. The
managers support and urge AID to favorably
consider $2,500,000 for the Foundation for En-
vironmental Security and Sustainability to
support environmental threat assessments
with interdisciplinary experts and academi-
cians utilizing various technologies to ad-
dress issues such as infectious diseases, and
environmental indicators and warnings as
they pertain to the security of a region.

The managers support the work of Alfalit
International, an educational nongovern-
mental organization dedicated to promotion
of literacy, elementary education, and com-
munity development in Africa, and Latin
America and the Caribbean. Alfalit’s proven
record during the past three decades has
helped significantly reduce child and adult
illiteracy throughout Latin America and Af-
rica. The managers direct AID to provide
$1,500,000 to Alfalit to develop and implement
programs to combat adult illiteracy in coun-
tries in which AID operates.

The managers encourage AID to support
initiatives designed to promote child safety
in developing countries such as those de-
signed and carried out by the National Safe
Kids Campaign. The managers believe that
developing countries could benefit greatly
from the 300 local programs already oper-
ating throughout the United States.

The managers support and direct AID to
provide up to $1,000,000 for the Center for
Latin American Trade Expansion at the Uni-
versity of San Francisco to assist in the de-
velopment of trade promotion initiatives at
the USF Business School’s Center for Eco-
nomic Development.

The managers commend the progress made
by the Eastern European Real Property Pro-
gram in the Europe and Eurasia Bureau
since 1992. As the program expands into



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH10780 October 24, 2000
other regions as the International Real Prop-
erty Program (IRPP), the Committee rec-
ommends that other AID regional bureaus
and missions seriously consider cooperation
with the IRPP as housing, shelter, and urban
activities are included in country strategies.
The managers encourage AID to fund the
IRPP at a level not less than the fiscal year
1998 amount.

PATRICK LEAHY WAR VICTIMS FUND

The managers direct that $12,000,000 be pro-
vided through the ‘‘Patrick Leahy War Vic-
tims Fund’’ to address the medical, rehabili-
tative, economic and social needs of war vic-
tims, particularly those who have been se-
verely disabled from landmines and other
unexploded ordnance. Of this amount, up to
$10,000,000 is to be funded from the ‘‘Develop-
ment Assistance’’ account and the ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund.’’ The balance should be
funded from Office of Transition Initiatives
resources, and with funds from the demining
budget of the ‘‘Nonproliferation, Anti-ter-
rorism, Demining and Related Programs’’ ac-
count.

CYPRUS

The conference agreement includes Senate
language that provides not less than
$15,000,000 of the funds made available under
‘‘Development Assistance’’ and ‘‘Economic
Support Fund’’ for assistance for Cyprus for
scholarships, administrative support of the
scholarship program, bicommunal projects,
and measures aimed at reunification of the
island. The House bill did not address this
matter.

LEBANON

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage that provides that not less than
$35,000,000 of the funds made available under
‘‘Development Assistance’’ and ‘‘Economic
Support Fund’’ shall be made available for
Lebanon to be used, among other programs,
for scholarships and direct support of the
American educational institutions in Leb-
anon. The language is similar to House and
Senate language that provided that not less
than $18,000,000 should be made available for
Lebanon for these purposes.

The managers are troubled by reports of
the abduction to Lebanon of American chil-
dren by estranged parents, and urge the Leb-
anese Government to assist in locating and
returning these children to the United
States.

BURMA

The conference agreement includes Senate
language that provides not less than
$6,500,000 of the funds made available under
‘‘Development Assistance’’ and ‘‘Economic
Support Fund’’ for assistance to support de-
mocracy activities in Burma and for other
specified activities. These funds are made
available notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, and shall be subject to the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations. Of these funds,
$3,500,000 should be derived from ‘‘Economic
Support Fund’’ and $3,000,000 should be de-
rived from ‘‘Development Assistance’’. The
House bill did not address this matter.

The managers are deeply concerned by re-
cent actions taken by the SPDC to limit ef-
forts by Aung San Suu Kyi to travel outside
Rangoon to meet with members of the Na-
tional League for Democracy (NLD). On two
separate occasions, she has been detained or
blocked from carrying out reasonable and
legal political organization activities. Dur-
ing the past year, Aung San Suu Kyi has
continued to call upon the junta to partici-
pate in a dialogue to bring about reconcili-
ation and democracy. The response from the
junta has been to escalate repression of
democratic activists and further isolate and
attempt to intimidate Aung San Suu Kyi.

The conferees commend the NLD and its
leadership for its continued courage and ef-
fort to restore democracy to Burma.

In addition, the managers take note of the
conditions under which Min Ko Naing con-
tinues to suffer. In 1989, he led students in
non-violent protests against the military re-
gime and was an outspoken supporter for de-
mocracy and human rights. For his actions,
Min Ko Niang was arrested and ultimately
sentenced to a minimum of 25 years in soli-
tary confinement in the notorious Insein
Prison. Min Ko Niang has been offered imme-
diate release by the military junta in return
for signing a statement renouncing the de-
mocracy movement and abandoning any fu-
ture activity in politics. He has steadfastly
refused to sign any document. In recognition
of his courage, the managers direct that not
less than $250,000 of the funds made available
be dedicated to establishing a Min Ko Niang
student scholarship and support fund.

CONSERVATION FUND

The conference agreement includes a pro-
vision, which is similar to the Senate amend-
ment, that not less than $4,000,000 should be
made available for the Conservation Fund.
The House bill did not address this matter.
The managers direct that not less than
$4,000,000 be provided equally from ‘‘Develop-
ment Assistance’’ and ‘‘Economic Support
Fund’’ to support the preservation of habi-
tats and related activities for endangered
wildlife, including $1,500,000 for programs to
protect orangutans in Indonesia, $1,500,000
for programs to protect gorillas in central
Africa, and $1,000,000 for programs to protect
cheetahs in Namibia. The managers direct
AID to consult with the Committees in ad-
vance on the proposed uses of these funds.

PRIVATE AND VOLUNTARY ORGANIZATIONS

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage proposed by the House and the Senate
providing that funds appropriated for devel-
opment assistance programs should be avail-
able to private and voluntary organizations
at a level which is at least equivalent to the
level provided in fiscal year 1995. The con-
ference agreement also requires that the Ad-
ministrator of AID inform the Committees
on Appropriations prior to waiving the re-
quirement that private voluntary organiza-
tions receive at least 20 percent of their total
annual funding for international activities
from sources other than the United States
government. The House bill included a simi-
lar provision.

INTERNATIONAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE

The conference agreement appropriates
$165,000,000 for ‘‘International Disaster As-
sistance’’, as proposed by the House bill, in-
stead of $220,000,000 as proposed by the Sen-
ate amendment. The managers recommend
the establishment of a separate account for
AID’s Office of Transition Initiatives. There-
fore, the conference agreement provides the
necessary resources requested to meet all ex-
isting and projected disaster needs in fiscal
year 2001.

The managers are concerned by reports of
quality problems in food aid commodities,
including significant losses of micro-nutri-
ents during production and field preparation,
and believe that urgent action is needed to
improve the quality of commodities provided
to vulnerable populations and ensure the de-
livery of essential nutrients. The managers
direct the Administrator of AID, after con-
sultation with agriculture commodity pro-
ducers and private voluntary organizations,
to establish a plan and mechanism to ensure
cooperation between AID and the Depart-
ment of Agriculture to improve and assure
the quality of commodities provided under
this Act.

TRANSITION INITIATIVES

The conference agreement appropriates
$50,000,000 for a new account for Transition

Initiatives to support AID’s Office of Transi-
tion Initiatives (OTI). The House bill pro-
posed $40,000,000 for this account. The Senate
amendment included funding for OTI activi-
ties within the ‘‘International Disaster As-
sistance’’ account. The conference agree-
ment does not preclude OTI from using re-
sources transferred from other development
and economic assistance funds in this Act.
The conference agreement requires that AID
submit a report to the Appropriations Com-
mittees not less than five days prior to be-
ginning a new program of assistance. The
House bill contained a similar provision.

MICRO AND SMALL ENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT
PROGRAM ACCOUNT

The conference agreement appropriates
$1,500,000 for direct loans and loan guaran-
tees and $500,000 for administrative expenses
for micro and small enterprise activities as
proposed by the House bill. The Senate
amendment did not address this matter.

DEVELOPMENT CREDIT PROGRAM ACCOUNT

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

The conference agreement appropriates
$1,500,000 in a direct appropriation and up to
$5,000,000 by transfer from funds made avail-
able under the heading ‘‘Development Assist-
ance’’ for the cost of loans and loan guaran-
tees for AID’s Development Credit Program
Account, as proposed by the House. In addi-
tion, the conference agreement provides
$4,000,000 for administrative expenses which
may be transferred to and merged with AID’s
‘‘Operating Expenses’’ account, as proposed
by the Senate. The House bill proposed
$6,495,000 for administrative expenses. The
managers endorse House report language di-
recting the use of funds under this heading
for an integrated municipal infrastructure
and housing program in Costa Rica.

OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE AGENCY FOR
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

The conference agreement appropriates
$520,000,000, instead of $509,000,000 proposed
by the House and $510,000,000 proposed by the
Senate, for Operating Expenses of the Agen-
cy for International Development. The con-
ference agreement prohibits the use of funds
in this account to finance the construction
or long-term lease of offices for use by AID
unless the Administrator of AID reports in
writing to the Appropriations Committees
prior to the obligation of funds for such pur-
poses, as proposed by the House.

OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE AGENCY FOR
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

The conference agreement appropriates
$27,000,000 for Operating Expenses of the
Agency for International Development, Of-
fice of Inspector General, as proposed by the
House. The Senate amendment proposed
$25,000,000.

OTHER BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE

ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND

The conference agreement appropriates
$2,295,000,000 for the Economic Support Fund
instead of $2,208,900,000 as proposed by the
House and $2,220,000,000 as proposed by the
Senate.

The conference agreement contains Senate
language that provides not less than
$840,000,000 for Israel and not less than
$695,000,000 for Egypt, instead of not to ex-
ceed those sums as proposed by the House. In
addition, Senate language is included that
provides not less than $200,000,000 for the
Commodity Import Program in Egypt. The
House bill did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not contain
Senate language that would have authorized
the use of up to the Egyptian pound equiva-
lent of $50,000,000 for certain specified activi-
ties. The House bill did not address this mat-
ter.
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The conference agreement includes lan-

guage that provides that in exercising the
authority to provide cash transfer assistance
for Israel, the President shall ensure that
Israel enters into a side letter agreement
proportional to the fiscal year 1999 agree-
ment.

The conference agreement also includes
language that provides that not less than
$150,000,000 should be made available for as-
sistance for Jordan. The Senate language
would have mandated this level of support.
The House bill did not address this matter.
The conference agreement does not contain
Senate language that would have provided
$2,000,000 for the American Center for Ori-
ental Research, but the managers support
this proposal and urge the Department of
State and the Agency for International De-
velopment to give it favorable consideration.

The conference agreement includes House
language that states that not less than
$12,000,000 should be made available for Mon-
golia. The Senate amendment did not ad-
dress this matter.

The conference agreement also includes
House language that requires that funds ob-
ligated for regional or global programs shall
be subject to the regular notification proce-
dures of the Committees on Appropriations.
The Senate amendment did not address this
matter.

The conference agreement provides that
$5,000,000 should be made available for eco-
nomic rehabilitation and related activities
in the Aceh region of Indonesia. In May 2000,
representatives of the Indonesian govern-
ment and the Free Aceh Movement signed a
Joint Understanding on a Humanitarian
Pause for Aceh. Since signing the under-
standing representatives have met and
agreed upon a number of projects which
would address humanitarian and economic
needs in Aceh. The managers support this
dialogue and urge AID through the Office of
Transition Initiatives to promptly provide
assistance to projects agreed upon by both
parties which further the objectives of the
Joint Understanding and support a resolu-
tion to the conflict in Aceh.

The managers encourage AID to support
effective economic restructuring and decen-
tralization programs, where feasible, in key
regions throughout Indonesia, especially in
the Moluccas and other areas of Eastern In-
donesia.

The conference agreement also includes
language that provides that not less than
$25,000,000 shall be made available for East
Timor. The House bill did not address this
matter. The managers strongly support
AID’s Economic Rehabilitation and Develop-
ment Project, also known as the East Timor
Coffee Project. The managers are concerned
about reports that certain individuals in
East Timor are seeking to restore monopo-
listic control of coffee production, that
would jeopardize the livelihoods of thousands
of farmers. The managers will continue to
closely monitor this project. The managers
are also aware of the importance of the Con-
solidated Fund for East Timor and expect
that the United States will provide up to
$4,500,000. The managers also urge AID to
continue supporting activities that will im-
prove the economy and establish democratic
practices.

The conference agreement also includes
language similar to that from the Senate
amendment that provides that up to
$10,000,000 may be used, notwithstanding any
other provision of law and subject to the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations, to provide certain
specified assistance to the National Demo-
cratic Alliance of Sudan. The House bill did
not address this matter. The conference
agreement does not include section 597 of the

Senate amendment regarding reporting re-
quirements on Sudan. However, the man-
agers direct that the Secretary of State re-
port not later than March 1, 2001, describing
the areas of Sudan which are open to Oper-
ation Lifeline Sudan (OLS) and those areas
which are prohibited, and the reasons for
these prohibitions; the extent of actual de-
liveries of assistance through OLS since Jan-
uary 1997; the areas of Sudan where the
United States has provided assistance out-
side of OLS since January 1997, including the
amount, extent and nature of that assist-
ance; and an assessment of the humanitarian
needs in areas of Sudan not served by OLS.

The managers encourage USAID to provide
an additional $1,000,000 in Economic Support
Funds during fiscal year 2001 to support
Phase II of the Haiti Health Systems 2004
Project. The additional resources will ensure
that financial support to health providers
operating under performance based contracts
will not be reduced below fiscal year 2000 lev-
els.

The managers support and urge the State
Department to favorably consider the alloca-
tion of at least $250,000 in funding for South
Korean nongovernmental organizations in-
volved in activities to promote democratiza-
tion efforts in North Korea. Such funds
should be programmed through the National
Endowment for Democracy.

The managers support the House report
language providing $1,000,000 for the Reagan/
Fascell Democracy Fellows Program of the
National Endowment for Democracy.

The managers support the budget request
of $20,000,000 for assistance for Cambodia
through nongovernmental organizations
(NGO’s) and local governments, as appro-
priate. No support would be available to or
through the central government. The man-
agers support assistance for such activities
as health (especially to combat HIV/AIDS),
education, environmental protection and de-
mocratization. In addition, the managers
strongly support funding through NGO’s to
assist in efforts to halt illegal logging oper-
ations. The managers also endorse the House
report language regarding the Cambodian
Mine Action Center. Finally, the managers
commend the work of the Documentation
Center of Cambodia, which has painstakingly
cataloged the atrocities of the Khmer Rouge.
This evidence will be invaluable in any trials
of Khmer Rouge leaders. The managers di-
rect AID to provide adequate funding so the
Documentation Center can continue its
work.

The managers direct that in addition to
funds otherwise requested or made available
for Yemen, up to $4,000,000 shall be dedicated
to counter-terrorism training and investiga-
tions. The managers also direct that these
funds not be made available until the Direc-
tor of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
certifies to the Committees on Appropria-
tions that the Government of Yemen is fully
cooperating with United States officials in
the investigation of the bombing of the
U.S.S. Cole.

The managers also reiterate support for
conflict resolution programs as described in
the House and Senate reports, including
funding for Seeds of Peace.

INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR IRELAND

The conference agreement appropriates
$25,000,000 as proposed by the House. The
Senate amendment contained no provision
on this matter.

The managers endorse the House and Sen-
ate report language in urging the application
of equal opportunity principles through the
International Fund for Ireland. The man-
agers also endorse the Senate report lan-
guage on the Northern Ireland Voluntary
Trust, and the House report language on
Project Children.

ASSISTANCE FOR EASTERN EUROPE AND THE
BALTIC STATES

The conference agreement appropriates
$600,000,000 instead of $535,000,000 as proposed
by the House and $635,000,000 as proposed by
the Senate.

The conference agreement does not include
minimum funding levels for Croatia and
Montenegro as proposed by the Senate. How-
ever, the managers strongly support assist-
ance for both countries. From funds appro-
priated under this heading both in this title
and in title VI, as well as from funds made
available in Public Law 106–52, the managers
expect that not less $65,725,000 will be made
available for Croatia and not less than
$89,000,000 will be made available for Monte-
negro.

The managers strongly support the an-
nounced intention of the Government of Cro-
atia to fulfill several commitments, includ-
ing cooperation with the International
Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugo-
slavia; an end to financial, political, secu-
rity, and other support to Herceg Bosna; es-
tablishment of a swift timetable and co-
operation in support of the safe return of ref-
ugees; and the acceleration of political,
media, electoral, and anti-corruption re-
forms. The managers direct that the Sec-
retary of State report to the Committees on
Appropriations on the implementation of
these goals prior to the obligation of funds
for Croatia.

The conference agreement contains lan-
guage similar to that in the House bill that
provides not less than $5,000,000 for the Bal-
tic States. In addition, it contains language
similar to that in the Senate amendment
that imposes a ceiling of $80,000,000 on assist-
ance to Bosnia and Herzegovina from funds
appropriated under this heading and under
the headings ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ and
‘‘International Narcotics Control and Law
Enforcement’’. The House bill did not ad-
dress this matter.

The conference agreement contains lan-
guage similar to that in the House bill that
prohibits funds for Kosova from this account
and from ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ and
‘‘International Narcotics Control and Law
Enforcement’’ to exceed 15 percent of the
total resources pledged by all donors for cal-
endar year 2001 for assistance for Kosova as
of March 31, 2001. The Senate amendment
would have prohibited funds for Kosova until
the Secretary of State certified that the re-
sources obligated and expended by the
United States in Kosova did not exceed 15
percent of the total resources obligated and
expended by all donors. The conference
agreement does not contain House language
that would also have limited funding for
Kosova to $150,000,000.

The conference agreement does not contain
language from the Senate amendment that
would have required that not less than 50
percent of the funds made available for
Kosova be made available through non-gov-
ernmental organizations (NGOs). The House
bill did not address this matter. The man-
agers direct that the Agency for Inter-
national Development submit quarterly re-
ports to the Committees on Appropriations
regarding the organizations, activities and
levels of support provided through local
NGOs.

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage providing that $1,300,000 should be
made available to support the National Alba-
nian American Council’s training program
for Kosovar women. The Senate amendment
would have mandated such support. The
House bill did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not contain
Senate language regarding $250,000 for assist-
ance to law enforcement officials in Kosova
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to better identify and respond to cases of
trafficking in persons or $750,000 for a joint
project developed by the University of
Pristina and Dartmouth Medical School to
help restore and improve educational pro-
grams at the University of Pristina Medical
School. However, the managers support fund-
ing for these items, as well as for a proposal
by Florida State University for $2,000,000 to
fund a distance learning program of instruc-
tion in basic legal principles for students and
professionals in Eastern Europe, and urge
the Agency for International Development to
favorably consider these proposals. In addi-
tion, the managers reiterate support for the
Orava Project of the University of Northern
Iowa as expressed in the House and Senate
reports.

The managers note the crucial importance
of a democratic, multi-ethnic Macedonia to
stability in the Balkans, as well as the con-
tributions made by that nation during the
Kosova air campaign. In view of these fac-
tors the managers strongly support adequate
resources for assistance for Macedonia for
fiscal year 2001.

The managers note with great concern the
delay in the implementation of critical nu-
clear safety upgrades at the Kozloduy Nu-
clear Power Plant in Bulgaria. The managers
are further concerned that commercial dis-
putes regarding the project may negatively
affect U.S.-Bulgarian commercial relations.
Therefore, the Secretary of State is urged to
communicate to the Government of Bulgaria
the need to expeditiously begin work on this
project.

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage similar to that in the House bill that
authorizes the use of local currencies gen-
erated by the assistance program in Bosnia
for use in Eastern Europe consistent with
the provisions of the Support for East Euro-
pean Democracy (SEED) Act of 1989 and the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. The Senate
amendment did not address this matter. The
managers expect the Agency for Inter-
national Development to consult with the
Committees on Appropriations on the pro-
posed uses of these funds, and to submit a fi-
nancial plan to the Committees following
such consultations.

The conference agreement contains House
language regarding Presidential authority to
withhold funds for Bosnia if the Bosnian
Federation is not complying with the re-
quirements of the Dayton Peace Accord re-
garding the removal of foreign troops, and
has not terminated intelligence cooperation
with Iranian officials. The Senate amend-
ment contained similar language.

The managers request the President to de-
termine whether it would be appropriate to
expunge by executive order certain ref-
erences in the 1965 report of the Commission
on Law Enforcement and Administration of
Justice, entitled ‘‘The Challenge of Crime in
a Free Society,’’ to Italian nationals.
ASSISTANCE FOR THE INDEPENDENT STATES OF

THE FORMER SOVIET UNION

The conference agreement appropriates
$810,000,000, instead of $740,000,000 as proposed
by the House and $775,000,000 as proposed by
the Senate. The managers have included a
ceiling of 8 percent on management costs in-
stead of 7 percent as proposed by the Senate
for nuclear safety activities. Further, the
conference agreement places a limitation of
25 percent on the percentage of funds that
may be allocated for any single country as
proposed by the House.

The conference agreement includes not
less than $45,000,000, as proposed by the
House, only for child survival, environ-
mental and other health activities; programs
to reduce the incidence of infectious dis-
eases; and related activities. When AID is al-

locating funds to combat HIV/AIDS and tu-
berculosis in the Europe and Eurasia region,
the managers direct that funds from regional
accounts and the Child Survival and Disease
Programs Fund are to be provided in ap-
proximately equal amounts.

The conference agreement also directs the
Coordinator of Assistance to the Independent
States to obligate not less than $1,500,000,
primarily through locally-based and indige-
nous private voluntary organizations, to re-
duce trafficking in women and children. The
managers urge the Coordinator to augment
anti-trafficking projects by continuing and
strengthening law enforcement and other ac-
tivities to reduce all forms of violence
against women. As proposed by the Senate,
the conference agreement mandates the obli-
gation of not less than $10,000,000, from this
and the migration and refugee account, only
for nongovernmental organizations providing
humanitarian relief in Chechnya and
Ingushetia.

The managers strongly support regional
cooperation efforts among the countries of
Armenia, Azerbaijan, and Georgia. To fur-
ther regional cooperation, the conference
agreement continues the current six exemp-
tions from the statutory restrictions on as-
sistance to the Government of Azerbaijan.
The managers include a provision that of the
funds available for the Southern Caucasus
region 15 percent, as proposed by the House,
may be used for confidence-building meas-
ures and other activities related to the reso-
lution of regional conflicts, notwithstanding
any other provision of law, as proposed by
the Senate.

In support of regional reconciliation in the
Caucasus, the managers believe that bring-
ing together political leaders, academics and
other individuals from Georgia, Armenia and
Azerbaijan to discuss economic and cultural
development, democracy building, and the
needs of victims of conflict would be a vital
step. Therefore, the managers direct that
$900,000 be made available, from funds for the
Southern Caucasus region for confidence-
building measures for such initiatives, spe-
cifically, the International Peace Forum, to
be held in Tbilisi, Georgia, in Spring 2001.

The conference agreement reserves not less
than $92,000,000 of the funds in this account
for Georgia only and not less than $90,000,000
for Armenia only, instead of $94,000,000 and
$89,000,000, respectively, as proposed by the
Senate, and 12.5 percent for each as proposed
by the House. The managers direct the Coor-
dinator and AID to allocate not less than
$25,000,000 of the funds made available for
Georgia for security assistance for border
and export control only and up to $5,000,000
for the training of municipal and regional of-
ficials in management of water resource,
transportation, and other sectors operated or
regulated by local governments in Georgia.
The managers support and urge AID to favor-
ably consider proposals by Fort Valley State
University and the University of Louisville
to participate in any absorptive capacity
fund that may be established in the Republic
of Georgia.

The managers are aware that Armenia
may be selected as the host site for Synchro-
tron Light Source Particle Accelerator
project known as SESAME. The managers
understand that the project will be used to
advance regional interests in medicine, geol-
ogy, industry, and electronics. In the event
that the project is located in Armenia, the
managers intend that $15,000,000 of the funds
made available for Armenia should support
this or a comparable project.

The managers include bill language direct-
ing that $170,000,000 should be made available
for Ukraine instead of $175,000,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate. Of the amount for
Ukraine, not less than $25,000,000 shall be

provided for nuclear reactor safety pro-
grams. The managers have also included bill
language directing that $5,000,000 should be
provided for the Ukrainian Land and Re-
source Management Center.

The conference agreement includes not
less than $1,000,000 to increase analytical ca-
pacity in Ukraine in the area of healthcare
and environmental health epidemiology, par-
ticularly concerning children with special
needs and birth defects. This directive is
based on the Senate amendment mandating
funds to complete the ongoing study of the
environmental causes of birth defects in
Ukraine that is managed by the University
of South Alabama. The conference agree-
ment also includes not less than $3,250,000 for
two regional initiatives, industrial sector
management study tours conducted by
Ohio’s Center for Economic Initiatives and
community telecommunications activities
managed by the National Telephone Cooper-
ative Association.

The conference agreement includes condi-
tions on assistance to the Government of the
Russian Federation, with exceptions for
specified humanitarian and security pro-
grams, with respect to its adherence in the
Northern Caucasus to certain conventional
arms and human rights conventions and
agreements, as proposed by both the House
and the Senate.

The conference agreement provides that 60
percent of assistance to the Government of
the Russian Federation would be withheld if
the President is unable to certify to Con-
gress that the Russian Government has ter-
minated its ongoing cooperation with the
Government or Iran with regard to certain
nuclear and missile technology matters, and,
with regard to Chechnya, is cooperating with
international efforts to investigate allega-
tions of war crimes and is in compliance
with article V of the Treaty on Conventional
Armed Forces in Europe.

The managers reiterate language from the
fiscal year 2000 Statement of the Managers
with regard to other limitations on assist-
ance, ‘‘that assistance to combat infectious
diseases, * * * support for regional and mu-
nicipal governments, and partnerships be-
tween United States hospitals, universities,
judicial training institutions and environ-
mental organizations and counterparts in
Russia should not be affected by this sec-
tion.’’

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage providing not less than $20,000,00 for
the Russian Far East. This matter was not
addressed in the House bill. The managers
recognize the successful entrepreneurship,
management and democratization programs
carried out during the past seven years in
the Russian Far East by the University of
Alaska’s American-Russian Center. In addi-
tion to supporting continued University of
Alaska programs in the Russian Far East,
the managers direct that $3,000,000 be made
available for a proposal by the University of
Alaska to extend these efforts to Chukotka.
In collaboration with Alaska Pacific Univer-
sity and two Alaska Native regional govern-
ments (the North Slope Borough and the
Northwest Arctic Borough), the University
of Alaska will provide training and technical
assistance to strengthen Chukotka’s econ-
omy, develop market driven systems, and
improve social conditions, particularly for
the indigenous peoples.

The managers commend three programs in
Russia that merit support from the ‘‘Assist-
ance for the Independent States of the
Former Soviet Union’’ account. The Replica-
tion of Lessons Learned (ROLL) program
provides ongoing American support to help
local Russian private volunteer organiza-
tions increase their management capacity to
help solve pollution and related health prob-
lems, protect natural resources, and support
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economic growth. The managers urge that
the ROLL and similar small grants programs
that support women, children, and religious
freedom be increased by at least 10 percent
over current levels.

In addition, the managers direct that not
less than $250,000 should be provided to the
Moscow School of Political Studies to sup-
port its successful efforts to teach demo-
cratic and free market principles to the
emerging generation of Russia’s political
leaders and $400,000 be made available for the
Cochran Fellowship Program to acquaint
Russian farmers with American agricultural
practices and to enhance U.S.-Russian trade
and business relations. The Moscow School
of Political Studies is making a concerted ef-
fort to teach democratic and free market
principles to the emerging generation in
Russia. It does this by conducting numerous
seminars to expose young political leaders—
of all parties, at both the federal and re-
gional levels—to Western classical political
and economic thought.

The conference agreement also includes
funds to support expansion of the Primary
Healthcare Initiative in Ukraine, Georgia,
and Russia of the World Council of Hellenes,
and the United States-Russia Investment
Fund, consistent with the funding levels
specified in the House report. The managers
commend the Fund for its promotion and de-
velopment of a market economy in Russia
and urge the State Department and AID allo-
cate the maximum level practicable to the
Fund in fiscal year 2001. The managers also
support House language recommending the
creation of a collaborative research program
on issues of arms control verification for
Russian and American scholars under the
Expanded Threat Reduction Program. The
managers also support and urge AID to fa-
vorably consider proposals to expand two ex-
isting programs: the Silk Road Seed Mul-
tiplication Program, based on the success of
a similar program in Armenia; and the Uni-
versity of Arkansas Medical School-
Volgograd Partnership program.

The conference agreement does not reserve
$6,000,000 from this account only for Mon-
golia, as proposed by the Senate. Language
in the statement of the managers under the
heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ addresses
this matter.

INDEPENDENT AGENCY

PEACE CORPS

The conference agreement appropriates
$265,000,000 instead of $258,000,000 as proposed
by the House and $244,000,000 as proposed by
the Senate.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL AND LAW
ENFORCEMENT

The conference agreement appropriates
$325,000,000 for International Narcotics Con-
trol and Law Enforcement instead of
$305,000,000 as proposed by the House and
$220,000,000 proposed by the Senate.

The conference agreement requires that all
anti-crime programs be subject to the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations, as proposed by the
House. The Senate did not address this mat-
ter.

The conference agreement contains House
language allowing the Department of State
to utilize section 608 of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act to receive excess property from
other U.S. federal agencies for use in a for-
eign country. The Senate amendment did not
address this matter.

The managers endorse House report lan-
guage regarding, and direct the State De-
partment to favorably consider, Notre Dame
University’s program of human rights, de-
mocracy, and conflict resolution training in
Colombia.

The managers direct the Secretary of
State to engage the government of Panama
in good faith negotiations for the conclusion
of an agreement which provides the U.S.
military a forward operating location to sup-
port the use funds of under this heading.

MIGRATION AND REFUGEE ASSISTANCE

The conference agreement appropriates
$700,000,000, instead of $645,000,000 as proposed
by the House and $615,000,000 as proposed by
the Senate. The conference agreement
makes available $14,500,000, for administra-
tive expenses, instead of $14,000,000 as pro-
posed in the Senate amendment. The House
proposed $14,852,000 for administrative ex-
penses.

The conference agreement also includes
Senate language, not included in the House
bill, that provides not less than $60,000,000 for
refugees from the former Soviet Union and
Eastern Europe and other refugees resettling
in Israel.

The conference agreement provides that
funds appropriated under this heading to
support activities and programs conducted
by the United Nations Commissioner for Ref-
ugees shall be made available after reporting
at least 5 days in advance to the Committees
on Appropriations. This reporting require-
ment may be waived for any obligation if
failure to do so would pose a substantial risk
to human health or welfare. In the event
that the waiver is exercised, a report to the
Committees on Appropriations shall be pro-
vided as early as practicable, but in no event
later than 5 days after such obligation.

The managers support the efforts of the
Department of State to remove anti-Semitic
content in textbooks and curricula used in
schools administered by the United Nations
Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refu-
gees in the Near East (UNRWA). The man-
agers are concerned by reports that anti-Se-
mitic, anti-Israel rhetoric has been included
in new Palestinian school textbooks. Accord-
ingly, the managers direct the Secretary of
State to report in writing to the Committees
on Appropriations not later than February 1,
2001, on any such anti-Semitic, anti-Israel
content in the new textbooks and on initia-
tives to redress such content in UNRWA
schools.

UNITED STATES EMERGENCY REFUGEE AND
MIGRATION ASSISTANCE FUND

The conference agreement appropriates
$15,000,000, as proposed by the Senate amend-
ment. The House bill proposed $12,500,000.

NONPROLIFERATION, ANTI-TERRORISM,
DEMINING AND RELATED PROGRAMS

The conference agreement appropriates
$311,600,000 instead of $241,600,000 as proposed
by the House and $215,000,000 as proposed by
the Senate.

The managers intend that funds in this ac-
count be allocated as follows:

[In thousands of dollars)

Nonproliferation and Dis-
armament Fund .............. $15,000

Export control assistance .. 19,100
International Atomic En-

ergy Agency ................... 47,000
CTBT Preparatory Com-

mission ........................... 21,500
Korean Peninsula Eco-

nomic Development Or-
ganization (KEDO) ......... 55,000

Anti-terrorism assistance 38,000
Terrorist Interdiction Pro-

gram ............................... 4,000
Demining ........................... 40,000
Small arms destruction ..... 2,000
Science Centers ................. 35,000
Lockerbie trial costs ......... 15,000
Nonproliferation contin-

gency .............................. 20,000
Total ............................ 311,600

The conference agreement does not provide
funds for a proposed Center for
Antiterrorism and Security Training
(CAST), both due to budget constraints and
due to the fact that funding for domestic law
enforcement training is not under the juris-
diction of the Subcommittee on Foreign Op-
erations, Export Financing, and Related Pro-
grams. Although the proposal for CAST in-
cludes training for foreign law enforcement
purposes, the managers believe that these
needs can be met by training at existing fa-
cilities and encourage the Department of
State to coordinate with the Federal Law
Enforcement Training Center (FLETC) and
the Department of Justice. To the extent
that other Federal entities were seeking to
participate in the proposed training facility,
such needs should be pursued through the
proper subcommittees of jurisdiction.

The managers intend that $5,000,000 of the
funds allocated for export control assistance
be made available for equipment for Malta to
enable that country to monitor shipments
transiting the Malta Freeport. This equip-
ment will assist the Government of Malta in
its efforts to prevent the transshipment of
narcotics, weapons of mass destruction, and
other illegal material through the Freeport.
As evidence in the Lockerbie trial has illus-
trated, preventing such shipments is in the
direct national security interest of the
United States.

In addition, the managers strongly support
the allocation of up to $8,000,000 for export
control activities along Jordan’s borders
with Iraq and Syria, including the procure-
ment of mobile vans and trucks that are ca-
pable of monitoring shipments of goods into
Jordan.

The conference agreement includes House
language that authorizes a contribution to
the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty
(CTBT) Preparatory Commission, and re-
quires that the Secretary of State inform the
Committees on Appropriations at least 20
days prior to the obligation of funds for such
Commission. The conference agreement does
not include Senate language on this matter.
However, the managers endorse the Senate
report language directing that a report be
provided to the Committees on Appropria-
tions on the anticipated use of funds made
available to the Commission, including an
identification of all donors and any direc-
tives or restrictions associated with their
contribution; a detailed explanation of ex-
penditures in 2000 and 2001, including sites
where the United States has provided assist-
ance to third party nations; and a copy of
the Commission’s 2001 budget.

The conference agreement includes Senate
language authorizing the use of funds for the
destruction of small arms, and providing
that $40,000,000 should be used for demining
activities including not to exceed $500,000 for
administrative expenses. The House bill did
not address these matters.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS TECHNICAL
ASSISTANCE

The conference agreement includes
$6,000,000 for the International Affairs Tech-
nical Assistance program of the Department
of the Treasury instead of $5,000,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate and $2,000,000 as pro-
posed by the House.

DEBT RESTRUCTURING

The conference agreement appropriates
$238,000,000 for debt restructuring as proposed
by the House instead of $75,000,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate. The managers include
not less than $13,000,000 only for implementa-
tion of title V of the Foreign Assistance Act.
The remainder of the amount provided for
debt restructuring may be used at the Ad-
ministration’s discretion, subject to certain
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reporting and notification requirements, ei-
ther for bilateral debt restructuring or for
United States contributions to the Heavily
Indebted Poor Country (HIPC) Trust Fund
administered by the World Bank.

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage that countries benefiting from U.S.
contributions to the HIPC Trust Fund agree
not to accept additional market-rate loans
during a ‘‘time out on new debt’’ morato-
rium. The moratorium for 24 months, instead
of 30 months as proposed by the House, would
apply only to new lending from MDBs whose
bad loans to the beneficiary poor country are
being paid off by the HIPC Trust Fund.

The managers have not included a House
provision that would have established a simi-
lar moratorium for 9 months with regard to
concessional or ‘‘soft’’ loans. The managers
have included bill language requiring that
the Secretary of the Treasury include a list-
ing of all concessional loans that are under
consideration by multilateral development
banks for each HIPC beneficiary country.
The extent and amount of proposed new debt
will be a factor as the Committees consult
with Treasury regarding the specific use of
funds provided for forgiveness of old debt.
The managers agree with the policy with re-
gard to HIPC, issued by the Development
Committee of the IMF and World Bank at re-
cent meetings in Prague, that: ‘‘further re-
straint on concessional lending may also be
warranted, including through greater re-
course to grant financing.’’ The matter of
new concessional lending to HIPC bene-
ficiaries is addressed in bill language under
the heading ‘‘Contribution to the Inter-
national Development Association (IDA)’’.

The conferees encourage all bilateral credi-
tors to provide debt reduction to heavily in-
debted poor countries and that special con-
sideration be given to the unique cir-
cumstances of selected bilateral creditors
such as Costa Rica.

The managers have also included language
proposed by the House that prohibits U.S.
payments to the HIPC Trust Fund for cer-
tain countries.

The limitation affects any country
credibly reported to be engaged in a pattern
of gross violations of internationally recog-
nized human rights or to be engaged in a war
or civil conflict that undermines its ability
to comply with HIPC conditions. The Senate
amendment did not address these matters.

The conferees have included a provision
that requires the Secretary of the Treasury
to consult with the Committees on Appro-
priations concerning which countries and
international financial institutions are ex-
pected to benefit from a United States con-
tribution to the HIPC Trust Fund adminis-
tered by the World Bank during the fiscal
year, and to inform the Committees not less
than fifteen days in advance of the signature
of an agreement by the United States to
make payments to the HIPC Trust Fund of
amounts for such countries and institutions.
It is the understanding of the conferees that
the Secretary of the Treasury will update
the list of countries and institutions if new
countries or institutions are expected to ben-
efit from U.S. contributions to the HIPC
Trust Fund during the fiscal year, and that
such updating will be provided in advance of
informing the Committees of the proposed
signature of an agreement to make pay-
ments to the HIPC Trust Fund with respect
to any such new country or institution.

The conference agreement further requires
full documentation of any commitment by a
HIPC beneficiary country regarding redirec-
tion of domestic resources to additional pov-
erty alleviation and economic growth meas-
ures, as proposed by the House. The Commit-
tees will closely monitor the implementa-
tion of such commitments, taking into ac-

count the findings of the Department of the
Treasury, religious groups that have advo-
cated the HIPC initiative and knowledgeable
non-governmental organizations.

TITLE III—MILITARY ASSISTANCE
INTERNATIONAL MILITARY EDUCATION AND

TRAINING

The conference agreement appropriates
$55,000,000 as proposed by the Senate instead
of $47,250,000 as proposed by the House. The
conference agreement also contains House
language not in the Senate amendment that
provides that up to $1,000,000 may be avail-
able until expended.

The conference agreement includes House
language that provides that Expanded Inter-
national Military Education and Training
(E-IMET) for Indonesia is subject to notifica-
tion, and Senate language that provides that
Expanded IMET for Guatemala is subject to
notification.

The conference agreement does not include
House language that conditioned funding for
the School of the Americas upon certifi-
cations by the Secretary of Defense and the
Secretary of State, or that imposed certain
reporting requirements. The Senate amend-
ment did not address these matters. The
managers note that the relevant authorizing
committees are addressing the future status
of the School of the Americas as part of H.R.
4205, the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2001.

As part of the increase in funding for this
account, the managers would support in-
creasing the allocation for Malta from
$100,000 to $200,000 for fiscal year 2001 in order
to support that country’s needs for the pro-
fessional training of its armed forces.

The managers support and urge the De-
partments of State and Defense to favorably
consider $150,000 from this account for devel-
opment for a peacekeeping initiative at the
Naval Postgraduate School. This education
program would focus on the creation of a se-
curity environment within which economic
and political development can accelerate,
thereby facilitating the withdrawal of
United States and/or other peacekeeping
forces. The program would eventually pro-
vide foreign civilians and military personnel
with the specialized expertise, problem-solv-
ing skills and management tools to conduct
peacekeeping operations that have an exit
strategy.

FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM

The conference agreement appropriates
$3,545,000,000 instead of $3,519,000,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate and $3,268,000,000 as pro-
posed by the House.

The conference agreement includes Senate
language that provides not less than
$1,980,000,000 for grants for Israel and not less
than $1,300,000,000 for grants for Egypt, in-
stead of not to exceed those sums as pro-
posed by the House. The conference agree-
ment also includes language that provides
that not less than $520,000,000 shall be avail-
able for procurement in Israel of defense
goods and services. The House and Senate
had similar language on this matter, but the
House bill would not have mandated this
level.

The conference agreement deletes House
language expressing the Sense of Congress on
the proposed Phalcon sale by Israel to China.
The managers commend the decision by the
Government of Israel to cancel the sale in
view of the threat posed to United States na-
tional security interests.

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage that provides that not less than
$75,000,000 should be made available for as-
sistance for Jordan. The Senate amendment
would have mandated this level of assist-
ance. The House bill did not address this
matter.

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage similar to that in the Senate amend-
ment regarding an interest bearing account
for Egypt, except that the requirement for a
notification is replaced by language that re-
quires that the Committees on Appropria-
tions be informed at least 10 days prior to
the obligation of funds earned on the inter-
est from funds deposited in said account. The
House bill would have allowed for the early
disbursal of fiscal year 2001 outlays for
Egypt.

The conference agreement includes not
less than $8,500,000 for Tunisia, of which not
less than $5,000,000 shall be from drawdowns
of defense articles, services, and education
and training. The Senate amendment pro-
vided $10,000,000 and $4,000,000, respectively,
for these activities. The House bill did not
address this matter.

The conference agreement provides that
not less than $8,000,000 shall be provided for
Georgia, of which not less than $4,000,000
shall be from drawdowns of defense articles,
services, and education and training. The
Senate amendment mandated $12,000,000 and
$5,000,000, respectively, for these activities.
The House bill did not address this matter.
The conference agreement also includes lan-
guage that allocates $3,000,000 in grant funds
for Malta.

The conference agreement does not include
Senate language that would have authorized
the transfer by Turkey to Georgia of not to
exceed $10,000,000 in defense articles sold by
the United States to Turkey. The House bill
did not address this matter.

The conference agreement provides for a
limitation of $33,000,000 for administrative
expenses as proposed by the Senate, rather
than $30,495,000 as proposed by the House. It
also includes House language that provides
that no Partnership for Peace funds may be
made available to a non-NATO country ex-
cept through the regular notification proce-
dures of the Committees on Appropriations.

PEACEKEEPING OPERATIONS

The conference agreement appropriates
$127,000,000 instead of $117,900,000 as proposed
by the House and $85,000,000 as proposed by
the Senate.

The managers urge the State Department
to provide support to the Special War Crimes
Court for Sierra Leone, to bring to justice
those responsible for the mutilation and
slaughter of innocent people there.

TITLE IV—MULTILATERAL ECONOMIC
ASSISTANCE

INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS

GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY (GEF)

The conference agreement appropriates
$108,000,000 for the Global Environment Fa-
cility instead of $50,000,000 as proposed by
the Senate and $35,800,000 as proposed by the
House.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION

The conference agreement appropriates
$775,000,000 instead of $750,000,000 as proposed
by the Senate and $566,600,000 as proposed by
the House.

The managers have agreed to language,
similar to that proposed by the House, re-
garding the provision of grant assistance by
the International Development Association
to HIPC beneficiaries. The managers endorse
Senate report language concerning the need
for further reform of procedures to address
employee grievances at the World Bank,
IMF, and other financial institutions.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE MULTILATERAL
INVESTMENT GUARANTEE AGENCY

The conference agreement appropriates
$10,000,000 for paid-in capital issued by the
Multilateral Investment Guarantee Agency,
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instead of $4,000,000 as proposed by the Sen-
ate and $4,900,000 as proposed by the House.
Approval for subscription to the appropriate
amount of callable capital is also included in
the conference agreement.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTER-AMERICAN
INVESTMENT CORPORATION

The conference agreement appropriates
$25,000,000 for the United States contribution
to the Inter-American Investment Corpora-
tion, instead of $10,000,000 as proposed by the
Senate and $8,000,000 as proposed by the
House.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE ENTERPRISE FOR THE
AMERICAS MULTILATERAL INVESTMENT FUND

The conference agreement appropriates
$10,000,000 for the United States contribution
to the Multilateral Investment Fund (MIF)
at the Inter-American Development Bank, as
proposed by the House. The Senate did not
address this matter.

The MIF was intended to be a cutting-edge
instrument for expanding the private sec-
tor’s contribution to growth in Latin Amer-
ica. The managers request the Secretary of
the Treasury to prepare and submit to the
Committees by April 6, 2001, an in-depth re-
port on the MIF prepared by private sector
entrepreneurs from the U.S. and Latin Amer-
ica. The report should evaluate the portfolio
of the MIF with respect to private sector
growth, including, but not limited to, the
status of project execution and value added,
and include strategic recommendations for
achieving greater impact and expediting
project selection and approval.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE ASIAN DEVELOPMENT
FUND

The conference agreement appropriates
$72,000,000 for the Asian Development Fund,
as proposed by the House, instead of
$100,000,000 as proposed by the Senate.
CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT

BANK

The conference agreement appropriates
$6,100,000 for paid-in capital issued by the Af-
rican Development Bank as proposed by the
Senate, instead of $3,100,000 as proposed by
the House. Approval for subscription to the
appropriate amount of callable capital is
also included in the conference agreement.
CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT

FUND

The conference agreement appropriates
$100,000,000 for the African Development
Fund instead of $72,000,000, as proposed by
the House and the Senate.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE EUROPEAN BANK FOR
RECONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT

The conference agreement appropriates
$35,778,717 for the European Bank for Recon-
struction and Development, as proposed by
the House, instead of $35,779,000, as proposed
by the Senate. Approval for subscription to
the appropriate amount of callable capital is
also included in the conference agreement.

INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR AGRICULTURAL
DEVELOPMENT

The conference agreement appropriates
$5,000,000 for the International Fund for Agri-
cultural Development (IFAD), as proposed by
the House. The Senate included a total of
$5,000,000 for IFAD within the ‘‘International
Organizations and Programs’’ and ‘‘Develop-
ment Assistance’’ accounts.
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMS

The conference agreement provides
$186,000,000, instead of $183,000,000 as proposed
by the House and $288,000,000 as proposed by
Senate. The final appropriation level does
not include $110,000,000 provided for UNICEF,
and up to $50,000,000 for the Global Alliance
for Vaccines and Immunization (GAVI),
which are included under the ‘‘Child Survival

and Disease Programs Fund’’ account and
$2,500,000 for IFAD, which is included under
the prior heading.

The conference agreement continues cur-
rent law indicating that $5,000,000 should be
made available for the World Food Program,
as proposed by the House. The Senate
amendment included similar language.

The managers support $5,000,000 from this
account for the United States contribution
to the United Nations Voluntary Fund for
Victims of Torture Program, as rec-
ommended in the Senate Report, and
$90,000,000 for the United Nations Develop-
ment Program, as recommended in the
House Report.

TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS
(Note—If House and Senate language is

identical except for a different section num-
ber or minor technical differences, the sec-
tion is not discussed in the Statement of
Managers.)
Sec. 505. Limitation on Representational Allow-

ances
This section retains reference to the Inter-

American Foundation as proposed by the
House and as contained in current law. The
Senate amendment proposed deleting this
reference.
Sec. 508. Military Coups

The conference agreement includes House
language that specifies that funds shall be
prohibited for any country whose duly elect-
ed head of government is deposed by decree
or military coup. The Senate amendment in-
cluded similar language.
Sec. 510. Deobligation/Reobligation Authority

The conference agreement deletes Senate
language that would have authorized
deobligation/reobligation authority for funds
that are certified pursuant to section 1311 of
the Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1955.
Sec. 511. Availability of Funds

The conference agreement deletes House
language that provided that the final proviso
under title VI of the fiscal year 2000 appro-
priations Act for foreign operations, export
financing, and related programs shall be null
and void. Similar language is already con-
tained in Public Law 106–52.
Sec. 512. Limitation on Assistance to Countries

in Default
The conference agreement is the same as

current law, as proposed by the House. The
Senate proposed to restrict the limitation to
a defaulting government instead of a default-
ing country.
Sec. 515. Notification Requirements

The conference agreement is the same as
current law. The Senate proposed a technical
change.
Sec. 517. Independent States of the Former So-

viet Union
The conference agreement is the same as

current law, except that the special notifica-
tion requirement applies to Russia, Ukraine,
Armenia, and Georgia only. The House bill
deleted a current provision relating to terri-
torial integrity and required special notifica-
tion for Russia and Ukraine only. The Sen-
ate amendment was essentially the same as
current law.
Sec. 520. Special Notification Requirements

The conference agreement adds ‘‘Ethi-
opia’’, ‘‘Eritrea’’, and ‘‘Zimbabwe’’ as pro-
posed by the House bill and retains ‘‘Paki-
stan’’ as proposed by the Senate amendment,
to the list of countries subject to the special
notification procedures of this section. The
managers are encouraged that on June 8,
2000, a cease-fire agreement was signed by
Ethiopia and Eritrea and that efforts are un-
derway to reach a permanent settlement of
the border conflict.

Sec. 522. Child Survival and Disease Prevention
Activities

The conference agreement authorizes AID
to use $16,000,000 from the ‘‘Child Survival
and Disease Programs Fund’’ for technical
experts from other government agencies,
universities, and other institutions. The Sen-
ate proposed $10,000,000 and the House
$10,500,000 for this purpose. The managers
have increased this authority on an interim
basis in order to accelerate implementation
of the expanded HIV/AIDS and tuberculosis
activities. AID is directed to replace the ad-
ditional temporary personnel as rapidly as
possible with AID direct hire OE-funded per-
sonnel. As the purpose of the general provi-
sion is to support effective implementation
of the Child Survival and Disease Programs
Fund, the conference agreement does not in-
clude a reference to family planning, as pro-
posed by the Senate.
Sec. 525. Authorization Requirement

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage that provides that funds appropriated
by this Act may be obligated and expended
notwithstanding section 10 of Public Law 91–
672 and section 15 of the State Department
Basic Authorities Act of 1956, as provided in
the House bill and the Senate amendment.
However, it includes new language exempt-
ing the accounts ‘‘International Military
Education and Training’’ and ‘‘Foreign Mili-
tary Financing Program’’ from these waiv-
ers. Authorizations of appropriations for
these accounts have been enacted into law as
part of Public Law 106–280.
Sec. 526. Democracy in China

The conference agreement includes Senate
language that authorizes the use of funds
from the account ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’
for the support of nongovernmental organi-
zations located outside of China to foster de-
mocracy and rule of law. The House bill only
authorized funds to foster democracy.

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage that allows funds from this Act or
from prior acts making appropriations for
Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and
Related Programs, that are made available
for the National Endowment for Democracy
(NED) to be made available notwithstanding
any other provision of law or regulation. The
purpose of this language is to allow for the
expeditious and orderly obligation of funds
through the Endowment for support of non-
governmental organizations overseas. This
provision would become effective upon en-
actment. The House bill and the Senate
amendment contained language that would
have made funds for NED available con-
sistent with certain decisions of the Comp-
troller General and in accordance with Office
of Management and Budget Circular A–122.

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage that authorizes, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, not to exceed
$2,000,000 from the Economic Support Fund
to support certain activities in Tibetan com-
munities. The House bill contained similar
language; the Senate amendment did not ad-
dress this matter.

The conference agreement also contains
House language that amends current law to
make available $1,000,000 in previously appro-
priated funds for the Jamestown Foundation
for a project to disseminate information and
support research about the People’s Republic
of China. The Senate amendment did not ad-
dress this matter.
Sec. 528. Report on the Implementation of Sup-

plemental Appropriations
The conference agreement includes House

language that requires four quarterly reports
on the use of funds appropriated under title
VI of the fiscal year 2000 appropriations Act
for foreign operations, export financing, and
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related programs. The Senate amendment
did not address this matter.
Sec. 530. Peru

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage requiring the Secretary of State to de-
termine and report to the Committees on
Appropriations regarding progress toward
elections and improvements in democracy
and rule of law. The Senate amendment con-
tained a similar provision. The House bill did
not address this matter. The managers direct
the Secretary of State to submit a report to
the Committees on Appropriations not later
than 30 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, evaluating United States, political,
economic, and military relations with Peru
in accordance with P.L. 106–186.
Sec. 535. Authorities for the Peace Corps, Inter-

national Fund for Agricultural Develop-
ment, Inter-American Foundation, and Afri-
can Development Foundation

The conference agreement maintains cur-
rent law as proposed by the House. The Sen-
ate amendment proposed deleting the ref-
erence to the Inter-American Foundation.
Sec. 537. Clean Coal Technology

The conference agreement includes Senate
language encouraging the use of clean coal
technology in environmental and energy in-
frastructure programs, projects and activi-
ties. In addition, the managers encourage
the Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of
State, Secretary of Energy and Adminis-
trator of the Agency for International Devel-
opment to promote the use of other clean
and renewable energy technologies. The
House bill did not address this matter.
Sec. 538. Special Authorities

The conference agreement deletes prior
year language proposed by the Senate that
exempts humanitarian assistance for Roma-
nia and the peoples of Kosova from any other
provision of law. This language is no longer
necessary. The conference agreement also in-
cludes House language that adds ‘‘Economic
Support Fund’’ to the list of accounts under
which certain activities may be undertaken
notwithstanding any other provision of law.

The managers have expanded authority in
current law regarding AID’s use of personal
services contractors in Washington so that
additional bureaus and offices within AID
may utilize, on a temporary basis, such con-
tractors. This authority is intended to allow
AID to meet relatively short-term require-
ments for technical and management per-
sonnel in limited situations where natural
disasters, recent foreign policy decisions, or
other unforeseen events result in rapid in-
creases in assistance levels and where other
options, such as the use of existing staff or
hiring and training of new staff, cannot be
implemented quickly or effectively to meet
the unforeseen management needs. Other
than under exceptional circumstances, this
authority should not be used to satisfy re-
quirements with durations greater than two
years. The Bureau of Management is directed
to report to the Committees not later than
December 15, 2000, and March 15, 2001, on the
use of personal service contractors under
this and other authorities.
Sec. 539. Policy on Terminating the Arab League

Boycott of Israel and Normalizing Relations
with Israel

The conference agreement includes House
language on this matter. The Senate amend-
ment did not include subsections (2) and (3)
of the House general provision, dealing with
the decision by the Arab League to reinstate
the boycott of Israel in 1997, and calling on
the League to immediately rescind its deci-
sion; and deleted language from subsection
(4)(C) regarding a report on the specific steps
that should be taken by the President to

‘‘expand the process of normalizing ties be-
tween Arab League countries and Israel’’.
Sec. 540. Administration of Justice Activities

The conference agreement contains lan-
guage identical to current law, but changes
the name of this section, as proposed by the
House bill. The Senate amendment proposed
repeal of parts of section 534 of the Foreign
Assistance Act.
Sec. 541. Eligibility for Assistance

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage regarding eligibility of assistance pro-
vided under this Act as proposed by the
House bill. The conference agreement does
not include a modification, as proposed in
the Senate amendment, regarding the prohi-
bition on assistance to countries that violate
internationally recognized human rights.
Sec. 543. Ceilings and Earmarks

The conference agreement includes Senate
language that restores prior year language
regarding earmarks and minimum funding
levels. The House bill did not address this
matter.
Sec. 552. War Crimes Tribunals Drawdown

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage proposed by the Senate that provides
a sunset date of September 30, 2001, for cer-
tain reports required of the Secretary of
State under this section.
Sec. 555. Prohibitions on Payment of Certain

Expenses
The conference agreement includes lan-

guage identical to current law, as proposed
by the House. The Senate amendment de-
leted references to the ‘‘Child Survival and
Disease Programs Fund’’.
Sec. 558. Assistance for Haiti

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage similar to that proposed by the House
which prohibits additional assistance to the
central government of Haiti until the Com-
mittees on Appropriations are in receipt of
reports regarding free and fair elections and
regarding Haitian government cooperation
in illicit drug trafficking. The Senate
amendment placed conditions on aid to Haiti
regarding free and fair elections, but did not
address illicit drug trafficking. The man-
agers do not intend that assistance to com-
bat infectious diseases, child survival, sup-
port for regional and municipal govern-
ments, and partnerships between United
States hospitals, universities, non-govern-
mental organizations and counterparts in
Haiti would be affected by this section.
Sec. 559. Requirement for Disclosure of Foreign

Aid in Report of Secretary of State
The conference agreement includes lan-

guage proposed by the Senate that makes a
technical modification to current law.
Sec. 561. Haiti Coast Guard

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage proposed in the House bill regarding
the purchase of defense goods and articles by
Haiti for its Coast Guard. The Senate amend-
ment proposed allowing the Haitian National
Police to be eligible to purchase these items.
Sec. 564. Restrictions on Assistance to Countries

Providing Sanctuary to Indicted War Crimi-
nals

The conference agreement includes Senate
language that adds assistance for refugees
and internally displaced persons to the ex-
emptions to the sanctions of this section,
and Senate language regarding communities
in which an indicted war criminal is resid-
ing.
Sec. 565. Discrimination Against Minority Reli-

gious Faiths in the Russian Federation
The conference agreement changes the

title of this section, as proposed in the Sen-
ate amendment. The House bill proposed the

title, ‘‘To Prohibit Foreign Assistance to the
Government of the Russian Federation
Should It Enact Laws Which Would Dis-
criminate Against Minority Religious Faiths
in the Russian Federation’’.
Sec. 568. Assistance for the Middle East

The conference agreement contains lan-
guage similar to the House bill that imposes
a spending ceiling of $5,241,150,000 on speci-
fied assistance for the Middle East. The Sen-
ate amendment did not address this matter.
Sec. 571. Foreign Military Training Report

The conference agreement includes House
language requiring a joint report by the Sec-
retary of State and the Secretary of Defense
on all overseas military training (excluding
military sales) provided to non-NATO for-
eign military personnel under programs ad-
ministered by the Departments of Defense
and State during 2000 and 2001, including
those proposed for 2001. The language speci-
fies the scope of the report, and allows for a
classified annex, if deemed necessary and ap-
propriate. The report shall be due no later
than March 1, 2001. The Senate amendment
did not address this matter.
Sec. 572. Korean Peninsula Energy Development

Organization
The conference agreement includes House

language on this matter, except that the
ceiling on funding for the Korean Peninsula
Economic Development Organization
(KEDO) is $55,000,000 rather than $35,000,000
as in the House bill and the Senate amend-
ment. The House language conditions fund-
ing for KEDO on a certification that (1) the
parties to the Agreed Framework have taken
and continue to take demonstrable steps to
implement the Joint Declaration on
Denuclearization of Korea; (2) the parties
have taken and continue to take demon-
strable steps to pursue the North-South dia-
logue; (3) North Korea is complying with all
provisions of the Agreed Framework; (4)
North Korea has not significantly diverted
assistance for purposes for which it was not
intended; (5) there is no credible evidence
North Korea is seeking to develop or acquire
the capability to enrich uranium, or any ad-
ditional capability to reprocess spent nu-
clear fuel; (6) North Korea is complying with
its obligations regarding access to suspect
underground construction; (7) there is no
credible evidence North Korea is engaged in
a nuclear weapons program, including efforts
to acquire, develop, test, produce, or deploy
such weapons, and (8) the United States is
continuing to make significant progress on
eliminating the North Korean ballistic mis-
sile threat, including further missile tests
and its ballistic missile exports.

The language allows for the President to
waive the certification requirements of this
section if he determines that it is vital to
the national security interests of the United
States, 30 days after a written submission to
the appropriate congressional committees. It
also requires a report from the Secretary of
State on the fiscal year 2002 budget request
for KEDO, with certain specified information
to be included in such report.

The Senate amendment contained similar
language.
Sec. 573. African Development Foundation

The conference agreement provides that
funds to grantees of the Foundation may be
invested pending expenditure and that inter-
est earned must be used for the same purpose
for which the grant was made. Further, this
section allows the Foundation’s board of di-
rectors, in exceptional circumstances, to
waive the existing $250,000 project limita-
tion, subject to reporting to the Committees
on Appropriations.
Sec. 575. Iraq Opposition

The conference agreement contains lan-
guage similar to that contained in title II of
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the Senate amendment specifying that not
less than $25,000,000 from the account ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ shall be made avail-
able for programs benefiting the Iraqi peo-
ple, including not less than $12,000,000 which
should be provided for certain specified hu-
manitarian assistance, and not less than
$6,000,000 which should be provided to the
Iraq National Congress Support Foundation
or the Iraqi National Congress for radio and
television broadcasting inside Iraq. It also
states that the President should submit a
plan within 60 days of enactment regarding
the use of the funds recommended in this
section. The House bill did not address this
matter.

The managers strongly support assistance
for Kurdish Human Rights Watch for its pro-
grams to provide humanitarian assistance to
the Kurdish people in northern Iraq.

The conference agreement also includes
language similar to that in the House bill
that provides authority to use funds to sup-
port efforts to bring about political transi-
tion in Iraq, to be made available only to
Iraqi opposition groups designated under the
Iraq Liberation Act, and not to exceed
$2,000,000 to be made available for groups and
activities seeking the prosecution of Saddam
Hussein and other Iraqi officials for war
crimes. No funds may be made available for
administrative costs of the Department of
State. The Senate amendment did not ad-
dress this matter.
Sec. 576. Agency for International Development

Budget Justification
The conference agreement instructs the

Agency for International Development to
submit its 2002 budget in a transparent and
simplified format more useful to the Com-
mittees, as proposed by the House. In par-
ticular, the budget justification document
should prominently display data and nar-
ratives aggregating resources obligated or
requested for all Agency-managed programs
and activities that are traditionally of spe-
cial interest to Congress and the Executive
branch. The Senate did not address this mat-
ter.
Sec. 577. Kyoto Protocol

The conference agreement prohibits funds
in this Act to be used to propose or issue
rules, regulations, decrees, or orders for the
purpose of implementation, or preparation
for implementation of the Kyoto Protocol, as
proposed by the Senate.
Sec. 579. Indonesia

The conference agreement provision re-
garding military assistance to Indonesia is
similar to current law. The House bill and
the Senate amendment included identical
conditions under which a Presidential report
and determination could result in a resump-
tion of military assistance to Indonesia that
is funded in this bill. The restrictions on as-
sistance include both IMET and Foreign
Military Financing programs, instead of
FMF only, as proposed by the House bill.

The managers are concerned about the
more than 100,000 East Timorese refugees
still trapped in West Timor. This severe hu-
manitarian situation has been exacerbated
by ongoing harassment of aid workers by
armed gangs, and recurring border incur-
sions into East Timor by West Timor-based
militias. These attacks have resulted in the
deaths of several UN aid workers, as well as
refugees. The managers strongly urge the
Secretaries of Defense and State to press the
government of Indonesia to fulfill its com-
mitments to disarm and disband militia
groups, end military and financial support
for these groups, and bring militia leaders to
justice. The managers note that, as provided
in this section, resumption of security as-
sistance to Indonesia is conditioned, in part,

on the armed forces of Indonesia providing
safe passage to refugees returning from West
Timor.
Sec. 580. Man and the Biosphere

The conference agreement prohibits funds
for the United Nations Man in the Biosphere
Program and the World Heritage Fund, as
proposed by the House bill. The Senate did
not address this matter.
Sec. 581. Taiwan Reporting Requirement

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage that requires that not less than 30
days prior to the next round of arms talks
between the United States and Taiwan, the
President shall consult, on a classified basis,
with appropriate Congressional leaders and
committee chairmen and ranking members
regarding the following matters: (1) Taiwan’s
requests for purchase of defense articles and
defense services during the pending round of
arms talks; (2) the Administration’s assess-
ment of the legitimate defense needs of Tai-
wan in light of those requests; and (3) the de-
cision-making process used by the Executive
Branch to consider those requests. The
House bill and the Senate amendment con-
tained language requiring the Secretary of
State to consult with the appropriate com-
mittees and leadership of Congress to devise
a mechanism to provide for Congressional
input prior to making any determination on
the sale or transfer of defense articles and
services to Taiwan.
Sec. 582. Restriction on United States Assistance

for Certain Reconstruction Efforts in Cen-
tral Europe

The conference agreement contains House
language that provides that to the maximum
extent possible, assistance to Eastern Europe
and the Baltic States should be used for the
procurement of American goods and services.
The Senate amendment did not address this
matter.
Sec. 583. Restrictions on Assistance to Govern-

ments Destabilizing Sierra Leone

The conference agreement prohibits assist-
ance to any government for which the Sec-
retary of State has credible evidence that
such government has, within the previous six
months, provided military support or which
has assisted illicit diamond trading which
benefits the Revolutionary United Front in
Sierra Leone. This section is identical to the
House bill. The Senate amendment did not
address this matter.
Sec. 584. Voluntary Separation Incentives

The conference agreement provides for the
payment of voluntary separation incentives
to AID employees for the purpose of elimi-
nating positions and functions at AID, as
proposed by the House bill and the Senate
amendment.
Sec. 585. Contributions to the United Nations

Population Fund

As proposed by the House bill, the con-
ference agreement provides that not more
than $25,000,000 from the ‘‘International Or-
ganizations and Programs’’ account shall be
made available for the United Nations Fund
for Population Activities. This assistance is
subject to a number of conditions regarding
UNFPA activities. The Senate amendment
contained a similar provision.
Sec. 586. Indochinese Parolees

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage similar to the Senate amendment
which provides authority for the Attorney
General to adjust the status of certain Indo-
chinese parolees to lawful permanent resi-
dence. The House bill did not address this
matter.

The purpose of this provision is to address
an anomaly in current law, which requires
that such persons have first been denied ref-

ugee status in order to be eligible to adjust
status. Since these individuals were paroled
into the United States as part of U.S. gov-
ernment programs at a time when their eli-
gibility for refugee status was never consid-
ered, the managers believe that this provi-
sion is both necessary and appropriate. The
provision is limited in scope to apply only to
parolees who are natives or citizens of Viet-
nam, Laos or Cambodia, who were inspected
and paroled into the United States prior to
October 1, 1997, and who are otherwise eligi-
ble to receive an immigrant visa. The man-
agers note that the potential beneficiaries of
this provision are a fixed number of individ-
uals who were lawfully admitted into the
United States. While the conference agree-
ment includes a ceiling on the number of
aliens who may benefit from this provision,
the managers recognize that it is difficult to
determine precisely the number of potential
beneficiaries and that such number may need
to be revised in the future to ensure that no
eligible alien is arbitrarily denied adjust-
ment of status.
Sec. 587. American Churchwomen in El Salvador

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage regarding the murder of four Amer-
ican churchwomen in El Salvador, as pro-
posed in the House bill. The Senate amend-
ment did not address this matter.
Sec. 588. Procurement and Financial Manage-

ment Reform
The conference agreement includes a Sen-

ate provision withholding 10 percent of the
funds made available for international finan-
cial institutions until the Secretary of the
Treasury certifies that a number of procure-
ment and financial management reforms are
being implemented. The House bill included
a similar provision, adding a requirement re-
lating to funding of third-party procurement
monitoring. The conference agreement in-
cludes a provision that requires that, prior
to disbursement of the final 10 percent of the
United States portion or payment to an
international financial institution as defined
in section 588, the Secretary of the Treasury
certify, inter alia, that the institution is
taking steps to establish an independent
fraud and corruption investigative organiza-
tion or office or an equivalent mechanism.

The managers agree that, for purposes of
this provision, an investigatory organiza-
tion, office, or equivalent investigatory
mechanism will be considered ‘‘inde-
pendent,’’ notwithstanding the fact that it is
part of the international financial institu-
tion, if it is autonomous from the institu-
tion’s procurement process and the office or
individual being investigated and reports di-
rectly to the head of the institution or his
designee, so long as such designee has no
operational or supervisory responsibilities
for the subject of the investigation.
Sec. 589. Commercial Leasing of Defense Articles

The conference agreement includes Senate
language that authorizes commercial leasing
rather than sales of defense articles for cer-
tain specified countries under certain condi-
tions. The House bill did not address this
matter.
Sec. 590. Foreign Military Expenditures Report

The conference agreement repeals section
511(b) of 1993 Foreign Operations, Export Fi-
nancing, and Related Appropriations Act re-
garding matters to be included in the annual
human rights report to Congress by the Sec-
retary of State, as proposed by the Senate.
The House bill did not address this matter.

The managers request that the Secretary
of the Treasury submit a one-time report to
the Committees on Appropriations which de-
scribes steps being taken to implement sec-
tion 576 of the 1997 Act and section 1502(b) of
title XV of the International Financial Insti-
tutions Act, both of which address appro-
priate levels of military expenditures by
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countries in receipt of loans or credits from
MDBs. The report shall identify, among
other things—(1) the countries found not to
be in compliance with the provisions of sec-
tion 576 and instances where the United
States Executive Director has voted to op-
pose a loan as a result of that section; (2)
steps taken by the governments of countries
to establish the reporting systems addressed
in section 576; (3) any instances in which
such governments have failed to provide in-
formation requested by an international fi-
nancial institution (IFI); and (4) any policy
changes that have been made by the IFIs
with regard to providing loans or credits to
countries that expend a significant portion
of their financial resources for their armed
and security forces. The Senate included this
report in bill language. The House did not
address the matter.
Sec. 591. Abolition of the Inter-American Foun-

dation
The conference agreement provides author-

ity for the President to abolish the Inter-
American Foundation and terminate its
functions, as proposed by the Senate amend-
ment. The House bill did not address this
matter.
Sec. 592. Repeal of Requirement for Annual

GAO Report on the Financial Operations of
the International Monetary Fund

The conference agreement repeals existing
law regarding an annual General Accounting
Office report of the financial operations of
the International Monetary Fund. The House
bill did not address this matter.
Sec. 593. Extension of GAO Authorities

The conference agreement provides that
funds made available to the General Ac-
counting Office from fiscal year 1999 emer-
gency supplemental appropriations for dis-
aster relief in Central America and the Car-
ibbean shall remain available until ex-
pended. This section is identical to the Sen-
ate amendment. The House bill did not ad-
dress this matter.
Sec. 594. Funding for Serbia

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage that authorizes up to $100,000,000 for
assistance for Serbia, subject to certain con-
ditions that become effective after March 31,
2001. Funds obligated prior to that date
would not be subject to these conditions.

The conditions include a determination
and certification that the Government of the
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (FRY) is—

(1) cooperating with the International
Criminal Tribunal for Yugoslavia including
access for investigators, the provision of doc-
uments, and the surrender and transfer of
indictees or assistance in their apprehension;

(2) taking steps that are consistent with
the Dayton Accords to end Serbian financial,
political, security, and other support which
has served to maintain separate Republika
Srpska institutions; and

(3) taking steps to implement policies
which reflect a respect for minority rights
and the rule of law.

In addition, after March 31, 2001, the lan-
guage provides that the Secretary of the
Treasury should instruct the United States
executive directors to international finan-
cial institutions to support loans and assist-
ance to the Government of the FRY subject
to these same conditions.

The conditions described above do not
apply to Montenegro, Kosova, humanitarian
assistance, or assistance to promote democ-
racy in municipalities.

The language also provides that the Sec-
retary of State should instruct United States
representatives to regional and international
organizations to support membership for the
Government of the FRY subject to a deter-
mination by the President to the Commit-

tees on Appropriations that the FRY has ap-
plied for membership on the same basis as
the other successor states to the FRY and
has taken appropriate steps to resolve issues
related to state liabilities, assets, and prop-
erty.

The House bill (in section 537) and the Sen-
ate amendment would have prohibited assist-
ance for Serbia, except for aid to Kosova or
Montenegro or to promote democracy.
Sec. 595. Forest Initiative.

The conference agreement includes a pro-
vision providing for an exchange of federal
lands and an audit of a public enterprise.
This matter was not addressed in the House
bill or the Senate amendment.
Sec. 596. User Fees

The conference agreement includes a pro-
vision which requires the United States Ex-
ecutive Directors at all multilateral develop-
ment banks and the International Monetary
Fund to oppose any loan which requires user
fees or service charges on poor people for pri-
mary education or primary health care. The
managers further agree that user fees should
not be imposed or required through Bank or
Fund sponsored ‘‘community financing,’’
‘‘cost sharing,’’ or ‘‘cost recovery’’ mecha-
nisms prepared in conjunctions with loans,
structural adjustment schemes or debt relief
actions.

The managers direct that the Committees
on Appropriations be notified within 10 days
if any loans, community financing, cost
sharing, or cost recovery mechanisms requir-
ing the imposition of user fees are approved
by any multilateral development bank or the
International Monetary Fund.
Sec. 597. Basic Education Assistance for Paki-

stan
The conference agreement includes a new

provision allowing development assistance
or Economic Support Funds to be used for
basic education programs in Pakistan, not-
withstanding any provision of law that re-
stricts assistance to foreign countries. Any
such assistance would be subject to the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations.
Sec. 598. Family Planning

The conference agreement provides a ceil-
ing of $425,000,000 for population planning ac-
tivities or other population assistance but
prohibits any of such funds from being obli-
gated or expended until February 15, 2001.
The managers believe this will afford ade-
quate time for the exercise of the authority
of the President under the Foreign Assist-
ance Act and other law to determine what
terms and conditions, if any, should be im-
posed on assistance for population planning
and other population activities.

PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED BY THE
CONFEREES:

The conference agreement does not include
section 530 of the House bill or similar Sen-
ate language that would have prohibited the
transfer of Stinger missiles to countries bor-
dering the Persian Gulf notwithstanding any
other provision of law, but would have au-
thorized the transfer of Stinger missiles on a
replacement basis subject to certain speci-
fied conditions. This matter has been ad-
dressed by the authorizing committees in
H.R. 4919, the Security Assistance Act of
2000.

The conference agreement does not include
section 577 of the Senate amendment regard-
ing stockpiling of defense articles in foreign
countries. This matter has been addressed by
the authorizing committees in H.R. 4919, the
Security Assistance Act of 2000. The House
bill did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 581 of the Senate amendment pro-
viding authority to establish a working cap-

ital fund at the Agency for International De-
velopment. This matter has been addressed
in separate legislation. The House bill did
not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not contain
section 582 of the Senate amendment that
would have deemed the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia (with the exception of Monte-
negro and Kosova) to be a state sponsor of
terrorism until receipt of a Presidential cer-
tification of certain occurrences within Ser-
bia. The House bill did not address this mat-
ter.

The conference report does not include sec-
tion 584 of the Senate amendment that would
have required that a number of specified
sanctions against Serbia remain in place
until a certification was issued by the Presi-
dent. The certification would have required
that Serbia comply with a number of inter-
national agreements, and provided an ex-
emption for Montenegro and Kosova for the
sanctions imposed through international fi-
nancial institutions. The House bill did not
address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 586 of the Senate amendment regard-
ing the repeal of the final proviso under title
VI of the fiscal year 2000 appropriations act
for foreign operations, export financing, and
related programs. This matter was addressed
in Public Law 106–52.

The conference agreement does not include
section 588 of the House bill regarding HIPC
Trust Fund conditions. The Senate amend-
ment did not address this matter. The con-
ference agreement includes conditions for
United States participation in the HIPC
Trust Fund under ‘‘Debt Restructuring’’ in
title II.

The conference agreement does not include
section 589 of the House bill. The Senate
amendment did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 591 of the House bill regarding sec-
tion 307 of the Tariff Act of 1930. The Senate
amendment did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 592 of the House bill regarding the
‘‘Buy America Act’’. The Senate amendment
did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 592 of the Senate amendment regard-
ing the U.S.-Asia Environmental Partner-
ship. The House bill did not address this
matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 593 of the House bill regarding North
Korea. The Senate amendment did not ad-
dress this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 595 of the Senate amendment regard-
ing nonproliferation and antiterrorism pro-
grams. The House bill did not address this
matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 596 of the Senate amendment regard-
ing HIV/AIDS. The House bill did not address
this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 597 of the Senate amendment regard-
ing Sudan. The House bill did not address
this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599 of the Senate amendment regard-
ing Zimbabwe. The House bill did not address
this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599A of the Senate amendment re-
garding Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania. The
House bill did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599B of the Senate amendment re-
garding dowry deaths and honor killings.
The House bill did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599C of the Senate amendment re-
garding female genital mutilation. The
House
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bill did not address this matter. The man-
agers address the issue under ‘‘Development
Assistance’’.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599D of the Senate amendment re-
garding support by the Russan Federation
for Serbia. The House bill did not address
this matter. Issues relating to Serbia are ad-
dressed in section 597.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599E of the Senate amendment re-
garding Bulgaria and Romania. The House
bill did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599F of the Senate amendment re-
garding drug interdiction. The House bill did
not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599G of the Senate amendment re-
garding emergency domestic spending. The
House bill did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599H of the Senate amendment re-
garding Mozambique and southern Africa.
The House bill did not address this matter.
The matter is addressed in title VI.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599I of the Senate amendment re-
garding debt relief. The House bill did not
address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599J of the Senate amendment enti-
tled ‘‘Russian Missile Sales to China’’. How-
ever, the managers expect the Secretary of
the Treasury to urge the executive directors
of all international financial institutions to
use the voice and vote of the United States
to oppose loans, credits or guarantees to the
Russian Federation, except for basic human
needs, if the Russian Federation delivers any
additional SS–N–22 missiles or components
to the People’s Republic of China. The House
bill did not address this matter.

The conference agreement does not include
section 599K of the Senate amendment re-
garding international health. The House bill
did not address this matter.
TITLE VI—EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL

APPROPRIATIONS
BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE
FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

INTERNATIONAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE

The conference agreement appropriates
$135,000,000 for emergency supplemental ap-
propriations for Mozambique, Madagascar,
and southern Africa rehabilitation and re-
construction. The House bill proposed
$160,000,000 and the Senate amendment pro-
posed $35,000,000. Congress has already pro-
vided $25,000,000 in fiscal year 2000 supple-
mental funds (Public Law 106–246) for this
purpose. These funds are provided in the
‘‘International Disaster Assistance’’ ac-
count. All of these funds are made available
only to the extent that the President makes
an official budget request that includes des-
ignation of the entire amount as an emer-
gency requirement.

The managers direct that the majority of
funds be provided for Mozambique and Mada-
gascar, which suffered the most damage from
these cyclones and the resultant flooding.
The managers direct that no funds be made
available to the government of Zimbabwe.
Further, the conference agreement prohibits
the use of funds under this title for non-
project assistance. This prohibition is not in-
tended to affect the accelerated disburse-
ment plan developed by AID for local cur-
rency projects in Mozambique. The con-
ference agreement allows up to $12,000,000 of
the funds appropriated under this heading to
be charged to obligations of previously ap-
propriated funds. The conference agreement
provides that up to $5,000,000 of the funds
under this heading may be used for adminis-
trative purposes, and may be merged with
AID’s operating expenses budget.

The Administrator of AID is directed to re-
port in writing to the Committees on Appro-
priations prior to the obligation of any funds
under this title. The report shall include a
detailed plan regarding a description of the
projects and programs to be carried out with
these funds; the exact uses of administrative
expenses; and the bureau within AID pri-
marily responsible for carrying out these
projects.

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE AGENCY FOR
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

The conference agreement appropriates
$13,000,000 in supplemental funds, to remain
available until September 30, 2001, for the
Operating Expenses of the Agency for Inter-
national Development. The funding is des-
ignated as an emergency requirement and is
intended to support the obligation of pro-
gram funds for southeast Europe. All of
these funds are made available only to the
extent that the President makes an official
budget request that includes designation of
the entire amount as an emergency require-
ment. The House addressed this matter in
H.R. 3908, the 2000 Emergency Supplemental
Appropriations Act, which passed the House
on March 30, 2000. The recommended level is
the same as that approved by the House. The
Senate amendment did not address this mat-
ter.

OTHER BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE

ASSISTANCE FOR EASTERN EUROPE AND THE
BALTIC STATES

The conference agreement appropriates
$75,825,000 in supplemental funds, to remain
available until September 30, 2002, for assist-
ance for Montenegro, Croatia, and Serbia.
The funding is designated as an emergency
requirement. All of these funds are made
available only to the extent that the Presi-
dent makes an official budget request that
includes designation of the entire amount as
an emergency requirement. The House ad-
dressed this matter in H.R. 3908, the 2000
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations
Act, which passed the House on March 30,
2000. The recommended level is the $20,000,000
below the level approved by the House. The
Senate amendment did not address this mat-
ter.

MILITARY ASSISTANCE
FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

INTERNATIONAL MILITARY EDUCATION AND
TRAINING

The conference agreement appropriates
$2,875,000 in supplemental funds, to remain
available until September 30, 2002, for grants
to countries of the Balkans and southeast
Europe notwithstanding section 10 of Public
Law 91–672. The funding is designated as an
emergency requirement. All of these funds
are made available only to the extent that
the President makes an official budget re-
quest that includes designation of the entire
amount as an emergency requirement. The
House addressed this matter in H.R. 3908, the
2000 Emergency Supplemental Appropria-
tions Act, which passed the House on March
30, 2000. The recommended level is the same
as that approved by the House. The Senate
amendment did not address this matter.

FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM

The conference agreement appropriates
$31,000,000 in supplemental funds, to remain
available until September 30, 2002, for grants
to carry out section 23 of the Arms Export
Control Act notwithstanding section 10 of
Public Law 91–672. These funds are nonrepay-
able notwithstanding sections 23(b) and 23(c)
of that Act. The funding is designated as an
emergency requirement. All of these funds
are made available only to the extent that
the President makes an official budget re-
quest that includes designation of the entire

amount as an emergency requirement. The
House addressed this matter in H.R. 3908, the
2000 Emergency Supplemental Appropria-
tions Act, which passed the House on March
30, 2000. The recommended level is the same
as that approved by the House. The Senate
amendment did not address this matter.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

DEBT RESTRUCTURING

The conference agreement appropriates
$210,000,000 in supplemental funds, to remain
available until expended under the terms and
conditions as included under this heading in
title II of the Act, for additional payments
to the HIPC Trust Fund administered by the
International Bank for Reconstruction and
Development. The funding is designated as
an emergency requirement. All of these
funds are made available only to the extent
that the President makes an official budget
request that includes designation of the en-
tire amount as an emergency requirement.
The House bill and the Senate amendment
did not consider this matter, which was re-
quested as a Fiscal Year 2000 supplemental
appropriation.

TITLE VII—DEBT REDUCTION

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

BUREAU OF THE PUBLIC DEBT

GIFTS TO THE UNITED STATES FOR REDUCTION
OF THE PUBLIC DEBT

The conference agreement provides
$5,000,000,000 for the account established
under section 3113(d) of title 31, United
States Code, to reduce the public debt.

TITLE VIII—INTERNATIONAL DEBT
FORGIVENESS AND

INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS REFORM

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage similar to that reported by the For-
eign Relations Committee as S. 3129. This
matter was not addressed by the House bill
and the Senate amendment.

Section 801 repeals the existing limitation
on the availability of earnings on profits of
nonpublic gold sales by the International
Monetary Fund (IMF) and authorizes
$435,000,000 for a United States contribution
to the Heavily Indebted Poor Countries
(HIPC) Trust Fund. It also requires the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to certify that speci-
fied policy reforms are being implemented by
the World Bank and the IMF, or, if such cer-
tification can not be made, report on the
progress, if any, made by the Bank and Fund
in adopting and implementing such reform
policies.

Section 802 seeks to strengthen procedures
for monitoring use of funds by multilateral
development banks (MDBs). Section 803 re-
quires the Comptroller General or the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to make annual re-
ports on the sufficiency of audits of the fi-
nancial operations of each MDB, actions
taken by beneficiary countries to reduce the
opportunity for bribery and corruption, and
the graduation policies of IDA.

Section 804 repeals a provision of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 relating to bilat-
eral funding for international financial insti-
tutions.

CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS

The total new budget (obligational) au-
thority for the fiscal year 2001 recommended
by the Committee of Conference, with com-
parisons to the fiscal year 2000 amount, the
2001 budget estimates, and the House and
Senate bills for 2001 follow:

[In thousands of dollars}

New budget (obligational)
authority, fiscal year
2000 ................................. $16,453,435
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Budget estimates of new

(obligational) authority,
fiscal year 2001 ................ 15,829,432

House bill, fiscal year 2001 13,346,313
Senate bill, fiscal year 2001 14,807,818
Conference agreement, fis-

cal year 2001 .................... 14,941,168
Conference agreement

compared with:
New budget

(obligational) author-
ity, fiscal year 2000 ...... ¥1,512,267

Budget estimates of new
(obligational) author-
ity, fiscal year 2001 ...... ¥888,264

House bill, fiscal year
2001 .............................. +1,594,855

Senate bill, fiscal year
2001 .............................. +133,350

SONNY CALLAHAN,
JOHN EDWARD PORTER,
FRANK R. WOLF,
RON PACKARD,
JOE KNOLLENBERG,
JACK KINGSTON,
JERRY LEWIS,
ROGER F. WICKER,
BILL YOUNG,
NANCY PELOSI,
NITA M. LOWEY,
JESSE JACKSON, Jr.,
CAROLYN C. KILPATRICK,
MARTIN OLAV SABO,
DAVE OBEY,

(except for cap adjust-
ment),

Managers on the Part of the House.

MITCH MCCONNELL,
ARLEN SPECTER,
JUDD GREGG,
RICHARD SHELBY,
ROBERT F. BENNETT,
BEN NIGHTHORSE

CAMPBELL,
KIT BOND,
TED STEVENS,
PATRICK LEAHY,
FRANK R. LAUTENBERG,
TOM HARKIN,
BARBARA A. MIKULSKI,
PATTY MURRAY,
ROBERT C. BYRD,

Managers on the Part of the Senate.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. PICKETT) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PICKETT. addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extension of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. CANADY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. CANADY of Florida addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HORN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HORN. addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

THANKS FOR THE KIND AND
GENEROUS WORDS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. PORTER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, one of
the reasons I want to rise tonight is to
commend you, Madam Speaker, and to
thank you from the bottom of my
heart for the special order that you
held for me last week and for the very
kind and generous words that were
spread across the RECORD of this won-
derful institution about my service
here. You brought together many of
our Illinois colleagues, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. LAHOOD), the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS), the
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. EWING),
on our side, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. CRANE), and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) as well; the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH),
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
COSTELLO), and the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. LIPINSKI) on the other side
of the aisle; together with others, the
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
DICKEY), a member of my sub-
committee, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN), the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs.
MALONEY), the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. REGULA), the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. HOBSON), the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), the co-chairman
of the Congressional Human Rights
Caucus with me; the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN), my long time
friend, so many of my colleagues that I
am so indebted to for the very wonder-
ful words that they spoke about my
service in Congress; together with mes-
sages from our Illinois Governor,
George Ryan, who was elected at the
same time I was to the Illinois General
Assembly 28 years ago in 1972; my en-
dorsed candidate for the Tenth Con-
gressional District seat and my former
chief of staff Mark Kirk, two of my
former AA’s in Washington, Rob
Bradner and Gordon McDougall; former
State Senator Dave Backhausen, Sen-
ator Kathy Parker, Representative Jeff
Schoenberg, Representative Beth Carl-
son, and our senior Illinois Senator
also elected in the class of 1972 in
Springfield and my long time friend
Adeline Geocaris, together with mes-
sages from both of my staffs. It was
very, very heart warming for me to sit
down. I didn’t have a chance to actu-
ally listen but I do have a videotape.
For me, Madam Speaker, to be able to
sit down and read through all the won-
derful words that were said I can never
thank you enough for providing the
leadership and putting that together in
my behalf. I will always remember it
and remember you very, very fondly.

Let me add that I did not realize
until I came to the floor that there was
a special order tonight for TILLIE
FOWLER. TILLIE is one of the great peo-
ple, I was going to say one of the great
ladies, but one of the great people of
this House of Representatives. She has

the quality that I believe is most im-
portant in a public official, that is, she
is quietly effective. She gets things
done for the people of her district and
her State and this country. We are
truly losing a great leader. Madam
Speaker, she has made only one mis-
take in the entire time she has been in
this House of Representatives, and that
mistake was in term-limiting herself. I
wish that she was staying for many,
many terms to come. Unfortunately,
she has committed to only four terms
and is observing that promise that she
made to her constituents. We will miss
her a great deal.

Madam Speaker, I wanted to take
some time. I have been a Member of
this body for 21 years. I would not have
gotten here and had the opportunity to
serve my constituents and my country
except for the great efforts of very
close friends of mine that started me
on a path a long time ago that led to
my service here in Congress.

I want to refer to these friends by
name, a group within the Young Re-
publicans of Evanston, a very powerful
body once in the Republican Party in
Illinois, 450 members strong. Repub-
lican candidates for governor would
come to get the endorsement of our
Young Republican group, and Paul
Brown and Cordy Overgaard, Bob Barr
and Bill Carey, Tom Gooding, Ted Rit-
ter, Peter Sawers, Arnold Winfield,
Don Grossman, Reed Bradford, Paul
Gerding, Marv Juliar and many others;
their wives Margo Brown, Gail
Overgaard, Carol Carey, Joyce Gooding
and Joanne Ritter, Mary Sawers and
Bonnie Lytle and her husband, Jay,
Florence Winfield and Sue Grossman,
now very recently deceased and we
miss her very much; Sherry Bradford
and Barb Juliar and Ellen Gerding, all
of them came together, Trish Barr, all
of them came together to help me get
elected to this office and I am indebted
to each one of them.

f

FAREWELL TO CONGRESSWOMAN
TILLIE FOWLER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. GRANGER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. GRANGER. Madam Speaker, it is
with mixed emotions that I address my
colleagues this evening. On the one
hand, I am sad to see my friend and
colleague, TILLIE FOWLER, retire from
Congress. On the other hand, I feel for-
tunate to have had the opportunity to
work with someone like her, someone
who has consistently placed the needs
of our country at the top of her pri-
ority list. TILLIE FOWLER is a role
model and a devoted public servant.

Her career has been a series of firsts:
first woman and first Republican-elect-
ed president of the Jacksonville City
Council, first member elected to the
majority leadership from Florida, and
first woman member and now chair of
the House Page Board. I admire her
many accomplishments, her work
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ethic, and above all her commitment to
a strong national defense built upon
the confidence of our men and women
in uniform.

One of my fondest memories with
Congresswoman FOWLER is of a trip we
took together in 1998 to visit our troops
in Europe and the Middle East. I wit-
nessed firsthand her willingness to lis-
ten to military personnel and act on
their concerns. Congressional Quar-
terly has called TILLIE FOWLER a polite
but persistent advocate. I would say
they hit the nail right on the head with
that description.

Her no-nonsense approach to policy
is the reason she has enjoyed so much
success over the past 8 years. When
TILLIE FOWLER first ran for Congress,
she told her constituents if they would
join with her, together we will change
Congress. Eight years later she has.
She has been on the front lines of the
battle to strengthen our military. She
called on the President and Congress to
address the fact that some of our mili-
tary families qualify for food stamps
due to low pay. In a speech earlier this
year, Congresswoman FOWLER said the
citizens who step forward and are will-
ing to put their lives on the line for
their country, for your security and for
my security, are waiting in food lines
and depending on charity to feed their
families. How did this happen? How did
we get from ‘‘the few, the proud,’’ to
‘‘the few and the demoralized’’?

TILLIE FOWLER has worked to
strengthen the morale of our military.
She began her battle before the Repub-
licans had the majority, but she was no
less fervent in her advocacy. This year
we have seen the fruits of many of her
labors. We have improved military
readiness by approving a $20 billion in-
crease in funding to rebuild America’s
hollowed-out military. The hard work,
leadership and dedication of Congress-
woman TILLIE FOWLER made important
changes possible. She is a woman who
embodies the kind of leadership it
takes to effect change. She kept her
promises to the people of Florida. She
not only changed Congress, she helped
change America for the better by car-
rying out her duties with dignity and
integrity.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. WELDON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. WELDON of Florida addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Florida (Mr. GOSS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GOSS addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HUNTER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BUYER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BUYER addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HANSEN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. COBURN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. COBURN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SMITH of Michigan addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f

THE MIDDLE EAST CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, before I start my special
order this evening, I too want to add
very brief appreciation and respect for
remarks for Congresswoman TILLIE
FOWLER, for her service and for her
leadership, particularly her leadership
in issues where women were not tradi-
tionally known to serve. I worked with
her, albeit recently, as a member of the
Women’s Caucus, which works in a bi-
partisan manner on many, many
issues. She is certainly a great leader,
very much appreciated, and I want to
thank her for her service.

Madam Speaker, I come to the floor
today and this evening rather reluc-
tantly, because some might say that
any position on this issue dealing with
the Mideast conflict would pose the
concern and possibility of being politi-
cally incorrect, but I am so moved by
the violence and the seeming inability

to find common ground for an oppor-
tunity to continue the peace negotia-
tions that I would like to pay tribute
to a group of individuals in my commu-
nity.

This article was noted in the Houston
Chronicle on Monday, October 23, 2000,
and the headline reads, ‘‘Faith Unite in
Prayer for Mideast Peace.’’ It seems
that when nothing else works, it might
be just a simple step for Americans to
begin to unite in prayer in order to
seek peace in the Mideast.

I remember as a teenager and young
adult watching the Vietnam conflict
and seeing on a regular basis the body
bags coming out of that war. They are
somewhat of the same feeling, though
the numbers certainly have not
reached that proportion. As I watched
the controversy in the Mideast, this
picture reflects the controversy of
those running away in fear, but it does
not reflect in totality the death, the
loss of lives of dear children, the ex-
treme violence, the extreme divisive-
ness, the fear, the hatred and seem-
ingly the inability to solve this prob-
lem.

I believe it is important for both men
who are at the center of this crisis to
lead, to lead without fear and to de-
mand an end to violence, and so I
would like to share that my commu-
nity, an extended community that is,
determined that it was important to
pray this past Sunday. The article
states, as the bloodshed continued in
the Middle East on Sunday, eleven
children in the Woodlands lighted a
single white candle and prayed for
peace. This gathering was one of Mus-
lims and Jews and Christians of var-
ious denominations, who gathered to
remind us that if nothing else works
that we might pray to end the violence
on the other side of the world.

A feeling of helplessness, a feeling of
hopelessness has descended upon us as
we see the tragedy of so many children
dying, Rabbi James Brant of Congrega-
tion Beth Shalom told the Woodlands
audience, but Brant suggested that the
prayers of different faiths united could
lead to an end to the killing and to the
hatred and misunderstandings that
have caused this tragedy. Its hopeful
message was received well.

It seems now that one would wonder
that this blurred confusion really can-
not even point us to how it started, but
the great heinousness of it all is the
fact that people are no longer at the
table of reconciliation and peace.
There can be no resolve, no happiness,
no outright ability to live with the
quality of life that all of us would wel-
come if there is not peace in the Middle
East between these two entities.

b 2130

No one will be happy. No child will
live without fear. No one will worship
without fear. So I believe that it is im-
portant to pay tribute to these two
congregations that saw fit to have this
at the South Montgomery County
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Community Center, sponsored by Con-
gregation Beth Shalom of the Wood-
lands, the Islamic Society of the Wood-
lands and Faith Together, a fellowship
of religious communities.

It can be done. Religions can come
together and seek peace. For nearly
two hours those in attendance read
from prayers, asked for peace, children
of different faiths, and poems written
by Palestinian and Israeli children
were read.

Madam Speaker, I would simply say
we need to do as the people of Houston
have begun to do, to simply pray and
unite around the idea that they must
come back to the table of reconcili-
ation and peace.

f

TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
TILLIE K. FOWLER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Mary-
land (Mrs. MORELLA) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mrs. MORELLA. Madam Speaker, I
wanted to come here this evening to
pay tribute to our colleague who will
be leaving us at the end of this 106th
Congress, TILLIE FOWLER. Before I do
that, I know that we have our col-
league who will also be leaving us,
JOHN PORTER from the great State of
Illinois. Although I could not be here
for his special order, in that I had a
commitment, a debate in my County of
Montgomery, I did send JOHN a letter.
But I do want him to know his friend-
ship is so very special to all of us, and
the work that he has done for the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, which is lo-
cated in my district, is extraordinary.
He will forever be remembered for that.

Madam Speaker, as we talk about
TILLIE FOWLER, who will be leaving us,
she certainly has been a proven leader
for her constituents, a fellow Member
of this Congress, and, for me, a very
dear friend.

Congresswoman FOWLER is known in
the Fourth District of Florida as an ad-
vocate for the military. Her position on
the Committee on Armed Services has
allowed her to keep a close watch on
defense funding. She has pushed for
legislation for our brave military per-
sonnel that improves salary, gains ben-
efits for families and ensures that they
are the best trained in the world.

She has done a lot of traveling to
many of our bases to also make sure
that there is not sex discrimination
that takes place, and I applaud her for
the singular fashion in which she han-
dled that challenge.

Beginning with her appointment as
Deputy Majority Whip, Congresswoman
FOWLER has risen in the ranks of the
leadership and become the voice of rea-
son in this increasingly partisan Con-
gress. As a member of the Republican
Steering Committee, she has been a
force in seeing that leadership’s agenda
goes through Congress, is deliberated,
and perhaps get the amendments as ap-
propriate so it comes out as something

we can all approve. The beginning of
the 106th Congress saw her election as
Vice Chair, making her the highest
ranking woman in the majority party.

In addition, Congresswoman FOWLER
was chosen as the Chairwoman of the
House Page Board for her dedication to
the outstanding experience and service
that our page program provides, and
also the fact that she believes in young
people and making sure that they have
experience, firsthand experience, here
in Congress, which she sees, as we all
do, as a very special institution.

Congresswoman FOWLER leaves the
U.S. House of Representatives as a
leader, as a proven legislator and as a
friend to all of us. Her voice and her ex-
pertise are going to be missed. I ap-
plaud her accomplishments and wish
her well in her future pursuits.

In reflecting upon her, she has al-
ways been fair, she has always been bi-
partisan, she has always been a coali-
tion builder, and she knows how to
wield a velvet glove to get things done.

Shakespeare’s words perhaps aptly
reflect TILLIE FOWLER: ‘‘Those about
her, from her, shall learn the perfect
ways of honor.’’

We again wish her well as she pursues
whatever challenges and experiences
she seeks, and hope that she will stay
in touch with us.

f

THE STUPIDITY ISSUE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
we have reached the home stretch in
the Year 2000 elections, and I think it
is safe to say that one of the areas that
is most critical to our voters deals
with the environment. I hope that in
the remaining two weeks that we are
dealing with this election that it will
be an opportunity for people to focus in
on what the candidates stand for, what
they would do if they were elected to
our highest honor.

I think it is important to focus in on
the environment, because it is one of
the areas where people do not really
have to guess about the differences be-
tween the two candidates. Somehow, in
a number of areas dealing with this
election, we appear to have sort of
given a free ride on occasion dealing
with the substance of these campaigns.

I found of great interest this morning
the column that appeared in this morn-
ing’s Washington Post by Michael
Kinsley entitled ‘‘The Stupidity Issue.’’
Kinsley is the slate editor who writes a
weekly column for the Post, and he has
done one of the best jobs I have seen in
capturing the problems of Governor
Bush and the representations that he
has made in the course of his cam-
paign.

Being delicate, either the Governor is
having problems telling the truth, or
his capacity to understand some of

these issues is truly at question. It is
illustrated, and Mr. Kinsley goes on at
some length to talk about the way that
Governor Bush has talked about his
partial privatization of the Social Se-
curity program is going to be paid out
of surpluses in that program.

Now, since both candidates have
pledged to protect the surplus, includ-
ing Governor Bush, it is quite clear
that the Governor is going to have to
either renege on his promise that there
will be no reduction in benefits for the
people for whom these surpluses have
been dedicated to be able to provide it,
or they are not going to be able to pro-
vide the transition to cover the costs of
privatization. There is no two ways
about it.

Mr. Kinsley goes on at some length
in the article. He had three others that
I thought were really rather note-
worthy, and I quote.

‘‘When he,’’ Governor Bush, ‘‘repeat-
edly attacks his opponent for partisan-
ship, does he get the joke? When Gov-
ernor Bush blames the absence of a
Federal Patients’ Bill of Rights law on
a lot of bickering in Washington, D.C.,
has he noticed that the bickering con-
sists of his own party, which controls
Congress, blocking the legislation?
When he summarizes ‘it is kind of like
a political issue as opposed to a people
issue,’ does he mean to suggest any-
thing in particular? Perhaps that poli-
ticians, when acting politically, ignore
the wishes of the people? How does he
figure, if at all?’’

Mr. Kinsley goes on further about
Governor Bush declaring in the debate,
‘‘I don’t want to use food as a diplo-
matic weapon from this point forward.
We shouldn’t be using food. It hurts the
farmers. It is not the right thing to do.
When just a few days later he,’’ Gov-
ernor Bush, ‘‘criticized legislation
weakening the trade embargo on Cuba,
which covers food, along with every-
thing else, has he rethought his philos-
ophy on the issue, or was there nothing
to rethink?’’

‘‘Finally, when he,’’ Governor Bush,
‘‘says that local control of schools is
vital and criticizes his opponent for
wanting to federalize education, and
promises as president to impose var-
ious requirements on schools, when he
complains that Federal money comes
with too many strings, and then turns
around and calls for after school funds
to be used for character education, and
then endorses a Federal law forbidding
state lawsuits against teachers and so
on, does he have a path through this
maze of contradictions? When he,’’
Governor Bush, ‘‘promises a Federal
school voucher program, and then de-
flects criticism by saying vouchers are
up to states, is he being dense, or dia-
bolically clever?’’

Unfortunately, we have seen this sort
of approach by Governor Bush when we
are dealing with issues in the Pacific
Northwest, dealing with things like the
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salmon. We have a problem that cur-
rently we have a number of salmon spe-
cies that are threatened with extinc-
tion, and we have a requirement to do
something about it.

Governor Bush has traveled to the
Pacific Northwest to declare that he
has ruled out one of the potential solu-
tions, and that would be the partial
elimination of some of the dams in the
Columbia River-Snake system. He will
not tear down those dams, ever.

Well, it begs the question. What if
that is the only choice to comply with
the law of the land? Would he as presi-
dent of the United States turn his back
on the responsibility of complying with
the Endangered Species Act?

What if the Federal courts rule that
we have treaty obligations to the
Northwest Native Americans, a very
strong case some feel that we may
have, an obligation, both moral and
legal, to those native peoples who have,
frankly, been treated rather shabbily
by the U.S. Government over the
course of the last two centuries.

What if the Native Americans get
tired of the behavior of the Federal
Government and a lack of action and
see that their treaty rights will be vio-
lated and they take us to court? And
what if the Federal courts rule that we
have an obligation to the Native Amer-
icans that entails partial dam removal?
Is the Governor simply going to rule
out compliance with the obligation to
the Native Americans?

What if the alternatives that we have
in complying with either our treaty ob-
ligations to Native Americans or to the
Endangered Species Act under law,
what if the alternatives place a far
greater burden on the citizens of not
just the Pacific Northwest, but on the
United States Treasury? It would seem
foolhardy to rule out consideration of
an option that may in fact be legally
required.

It also begs the question of when the
Governor is in the process of ruling out
potential action that may be man-
dated, what is his plan? I have listened
as he has come to the Pacific North-
west, had a photo op out in the wilder-
ness reading off a teleprompter. What
is his plan? The silence is deafening.
Who is going to be responsible, and how
much will it cost?

Given the Bush record, I find no
small irony that also in this election
we are finding that Ralph Nader and
some apologists for the Green Party
are urging people to send a message by
voting for Mr. Nader for president. It
gives me pause, as somebody who cares
deeply about the environment, as to
what precisely might that message be?
To turn your back on the most envi-
ronmentally active and effective vice
president since Teddy Roosevelt raises
significant questions. To mislead the
American public about both the Gore
environmental record and the con-
sequences seems to me to be sad.

Now, I have respected much of what
Ralph Nader has stood for in past
years. I had an opportunity to first

meet him after I had recently grad-
uated from college. Actually my first
job out of college was working as an as-
sistant to the President of Portland
State University, and I had a chance to
work with Mr. Nader and some of his
associates and Portland State Univer-
sity students in setting up the Oregon
Student Public Interest Research
Group.
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They did a lot of good work, and I
continue to work with them. But some-
how for Mr. Nader and his apologists,
to declare that there is no difference
between Vice President GORE and
George Bush is I think a similar
stretch of credibility, similar to Gov-
ernor Bush and his problems with his
Social Security plan. There is, in fact,
a huge difference between George Bush
and AL GORE; and Ralph Nader knows
it or he is completely out of touch with
the last 5 years’ battle in Washington
D.C.

There is no difference between drill-
ing in the Arctic Natural Wilderness
reserve as is proposed by Governor
Bush as a stopgap approach to some of
our energy problems? Stopgap ap-
proach, by the way, which would take
10 years to come on line and provide
only a few months’ worth of energy
supply for this country or Vice Presi-
dent GORE’s staunch protection com-
mitment to protect the ANWR and
keep it off limits for drilling.

There is no difference between im-
proving and enforcing the clean air
standards and Governor Bush’s advo-
cacy and performance in Texas? Does
not Mr. Nader know who is fighting the
antienvironmental riders that have
plagued this Congress since the Repub-
licans assumed control?

I recall very little help, if any, from
Mr. Nader here in the trenches for the
5 years that I have been in Congress as
we have been resisting these destruc-
tive proposals to legislate via the ap-
propriations process. But there is no
difference between appointment of jus-
tices in the mode of Justice Thomas
and Scalia to the Supreme Court that
are the model that is cited by Governor
Bush? Gentlemen who have a very dis-
tinguished, and I would argue limited,
indeed, negative view of the oppor-
tunity for the Federal Government to
protect environmental values. And con-
trast that with the appointees of the
Clinton-Gore administration to the Ju-
diciary, those few appointees further
down in the judicial ranks sadly, be-
cause I am afraid our Republican
friends in control of the United States
Senate have been, I think, sadly defi-
cient in allowing a bipartisan review in
consideration of qualified, well-quali-
fied, appointees to fill important va-
cancies in the lower Federal courts.

There is a clear, clear record, how-
ever, between the appointees of the
Clinton-Gore administration and those
cited as the model by Governor Bush. A
court full of people in the mode of Jus-
tice Thomas and Scalia would make a

huge difference in the enforcement of
our environmental laws for a genera-
tion.

The dead hand of Richard Nixon lives
on a generation later in the person of
Justice Rehnquist who was his ap-
pointee as chief justice. So the next
President of the United States will
have an impact on a whole generation
of legal decisions with the appoint-
ments up and down the Federal bench.

It is important to note that as far as
the Supreme Court is concerned, we
have gone longer than at any period in
our history, 177 years without a Su-
preme Court appointment, and we may
be looking at 2, 3, 4 appointees just in
the next term of the President of the
United States.

Madam Speaker, it is, in fact, a
major difference, and that in and of
itself would justify support for Vice
President GORE over a wasted vote for
Ralph Nader or sitting home alone and
not voting at all.

Having watched this administration
struggle to push back the forces that
are in control in this Congress, it
seems to me that it would be an oppor-
tunity to set us back for years to come
if we are not doing justice to the peo-
ple, because either Mr. Bush or Mr.
GORE is going to be elected President
of the United States, even Mr. Nader
agrees with that.

I think it is important that people
consider how their vote for President is
going to affect that outcome. And in
that connection, I think it would be
important to take a few minutes to
look at that record between the Vice
President and Governor Bush in a little
greater detail.

I have referenced in the past some
issues that relate to air quality. Gov-
ernor Bush was asked in May of 1999
the impact on clean air since he be-
came governor. Governor Bush said,
when asked the question is the air
cleaner since I became governor? The
answer, according to Governor Bush, is
yes.

Well, I invite people to take a close
look at the record of the Bush adminis-
tration in dealing with the clean air
problems of the State of Texas under
the Bush administration. Smog prob-
lems in Texas cities have increased
under the Bush administration.

Texas ranks first in the Nation in
toxic air emissions from industrial fa-
cilities, discharging over 100 million
pounds of cancer-causing pollutants
and other contaminants in the air an-
nually. Of the 50 largest industrial
companies in Texas, 28 violate the
Clean Air Act.

Currently, the areas of Houston-Gal-
veston, Dallas-Fort Worth, El Paso and
Beaumont-Port Arthur are in violation
of Federal clean air standards for ozone
pollution.

Madam Speaker, during the years
that Governor Bush has been in office,
Houston has surpassed Los Angeles as
the city with the highest levels of smog
in the United States, capturing that
position sadly for the second year in a
row.
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Governor-elect Bush in 1994 opposed a

new vehicle emissions testing program
that had been designed and contracted
by the State to implement the 1990
Clean Air Act calling it onerous and in-
convenient. After he became governor
in 1995, he and the legislature cooper-
ated in overturning the centralized in-
spections on the ground that it would
be too inconvenient for motorists. And
instead they installed a decentralized
system similar to the old system, ex-
cept it costs more, tests less accu-
rately, and is easier to evade.

He urged the EPA to, rather than
help Texas solve the problem by being
tough on polluters, he suggested that
EPA measure pollution differently. He
would not throw Dallas out of compli-
ance because one monitor goes over un-
acceptable levels for an hour next sum-
mer. He wants the EPA to measure air
quality over the longer period, over an
average. Well, now Texas faces EPA
penalties, the potential of losing Fed-
eral highway funds for failing to imple-
ment an air pollution plan for Dallas-
Fort Worth in the face of a severe vio-
lation of clean air standards.

It is important to note that this is
not some esoteric matter to quibble
over. These air quality standards have
an effect on people’s lives. Just this
last week, there was a report from the
University of Southern California that
had reviewed the impact of the smog in
the Los Angeles Basin. Remember, Los
Angeles has smog that is now not as se-
rious as Houston’s. In Los Angeles,
they found that that impact on the
children, and they monitored them
from the 4th grade to the 7th grade to
the 10th grade, they found a 10 percent
loss in the growth of lung capacity,
this is not something that appears to
be reversible.

With a 10 percent reduction, it made
people much more likely to be hos-
pitalized, for instance, with an asthma
attack. These are serious issues that
affect the lives of people at risk, par-
ticularly children, senior citizens, peo-
ple with delicate health, but the Texas
environmental legacy under Governor
Bush continues sadly to be one that I
do not think Americans would be proud
of, and it is not something that they
would like as a standard by our chief
executive.

Texas ranks number one in the num-
ber of chemicals polluting its air. It
ranks number one for the amount of
toxics released in the atmosphere. In
1997, which was the most recent year
that I could obtain statistics, over 260
million pounds of toxic pollution was
released.

Since Governor Bush took office, the
number of days when Texas cities have
exceeded Federal ozone standards has
doubled. Governor Bush often cites his
leadership as Governor of Texas as a
qualification to be President of the
United States. Well, there is a lot of
give and take about how much power it
has and how he has used the power and
whether he simply is claiming credit
for things that his predecessor’s put in
place.

For instance, the education reforms
have not been initiated by Governor
Bush but were those that were initi-
ated by his predecessors and the Texas
legislature. But if Texas were a coun-
try, one area that it is big in, it would
be the seventh biggest emitter of car-
bon dioxide of any Nation in the world.

We can take a step back, not just
looking at clean air; although, that is
one of the most graphic areas of failure
of leadership, but look at what Texas
has done in other areas of the environ-
ment. Look at aggregate spending on
protecting the environment. Some peo-
ple say, well, these comparisons really
are not fair to Texas, because Texas
has more industries, for example, that
deal with petroleum, for instance.

What would be a fairer measure? Let
us look at per capita spending on envi-
ronmental cleanup, for instance. In
fact, if Texas has all of these huge in-
dustries, all of these huge problems,
these massive threats to the environ-
ment, we would expect that a fair way
of measuring commitment to the over-
all environment would be looking at
per capita spending. It is a big State.
Let us not compare it necessarily just
to the State of California.

How much are they spending to solve
the problem? Not that that is the en-
tire test at all. They are spending, ac-
cording to The Los Angeles Times of
April 4 of this year, 44th in per capita
spending on all environmental pro-
grams in the country. That is 44th from
the top to the bottom.

There are only 5 States that spend
less on cleaning up their environment,
and given the fact that there is prob-
ably no State with greater environ-
mental challenges, that is rather de-
pressing, to say the very least.

Madam Speaker, it is of some inter-
est that Governor Bush talks about his
voluntary emissions cleanup to allow
people to voluntarily decide in the area
of the grandfathered plants that have
been emitting harmful pollution. They
were grandfathered in. The Senate bill
766 that Governor Bush is so proud of
and touts as part of his approach has
reduced harmful air pollution from
these grandfathered plants in Texas,
470 of them, there are only a handful,
less than three dozen actually com-
plying. It has ended up in reducing
harmful air pollution by less than 1/3 of
1 percent.
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Well, what about water quality? In

1999, Texas was the third worst in the
country for toxic water pollution. Now,
this is 5 years after he assumed office,
the third worst in dumping chemicals
into its own water supply. Texas also
ranked second worst for emitting
known and suspected carcinogens into
water in the country. It had the river
with the third most pollution in the
country and ranked third in emitting
reproductive toxins into the waterway,
and ranked second worst in dumping
nitric compounds into the waterways.

I note that adding former Secretary
Cheney to the ticket did not really do

much in terms of balancing, because
Secretary Cheney has a record as a
Member of this Chamber where he
could show what his passion and belief
was in terms of protecting the environ-
ment. The League of Conservation Vot-
ers has assessed the records, the voting
records of Members of this body for the
last 25 or 30 years. During the time
that Secretary Cheney served in this
Chamber, he had amassed a lifetime
voting record of 13 percent, according
to the League of Conservation Voters.
Cheney voted seven times against au-
thorizing clean water programs, often
as one of only a small minority of
Members who voted against the au-
thorization.

For example, in 1986, Cheney was one
of only 21 Members to vote against the
appropriations to carry out the Safe
Drinking Water Act. One year later, in
1987, Secretary Cheney was one of only
26 Members to vote against overriding
the Reagan veto of the reauthorization
of the Clean Water Act.

Think about it. Mr. Speaker, 435
Members of this Chamber, almost 400,
including in the neighborhood of 150
Republicans, voted against their own
President on the veto of the reauthor-
ization of the Clean Water Act, but not
Dick Cheney.

In contrast, AL GORE has fought for
clean water as a United States Senator
and as Vice President. As Senator, he
was an original cosponsor of the Water
Quality Act of 1987, the same time that
Secretary Cheney was one of only 26
Members of this body to vote against
the outrageous veto, the override of
the veto of the reauthorization of the
Clean Water Act.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that I have
been joined by the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. KIND), with whom I
have been privileged to work exten-
sively in this Congress on issues that
deal with water quality and the envi-
ronment. I commend the gentleman for
his vision and foresight in being the
author of legislation that I was privi-
leged to cosponsor to deal, for instance,
with areas to make the Corps of Engi-
neers more transparent in its oper-
ations, to allow more environmental
and citizen input into its decisions, to
allow independent review, independent
scientific review to make sure those
projects are meeting the mark, and he
did not need a week-long series of arti-
cles in the Washington Post to alert
him to the problem or to motivate him
to action.

Mr. Speaker, I am privileged to yield
to the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
KIND).

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Oregon for yielding me this
time this evening.

I saw that he was talking about some
very important issues dealing with the
environment and conservation meas-
ures, and I do appreciate his support on
the Corps reform bill that we intro-
duced earlier this year, and we are
happy to report that at least on a lim-
ited basis, a lot of the provisions that
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were contained in the reform bill that
we offered are now adopted as pilot
projects in the recent passage of the
Water Resources Development Act. I
think it is a very positive step forward
in letting the sunshine in on the Corps
planning process by having outside ex-
pert review panels taking a look at
projects up front to determine whether
or not there would be a sufficient miti-
gation for any type of environmental
damage that is done involving Corps
projects, and whether it is cost-effec-
tive. This is not an anti-Corps bill that
we introduced; rather one that would
hopefully lift the cloud over what has
become an embattled agency.

Mr. Speaker, there is another issue
that I wanted to touch upon briefly
this evening, one that I think there is
a clear difference on as far as the agen-
da between AL GORE and George Bush.
I represent western Wisconsin. It is a
district that is still one of the largest
dairy-producing districts in the entire
Nation. However, our family farmers
are under a crisis right now. There is a
crisis in rural America that is sweeping
the country, affecting all family farm-
ers, with low commodity prices, low
milk prices, and some of us here in
Congress have been thinking of ways of
what we can do as policymakers to as-
sist our family farmers to survive. I
know it is true for the family farmers
that I represent in western Wisconsin
that they are some of the best land
stewards in the entire Nation. They un-
derstand the importance of conserva-
tion measures, sustainable farming
practices, the effect it has on water-
shed areas.

In fact, there are a lot of good land
conservation programs coming out of
the Department of Agriculture that
many of our farmers participate in.
They are very popular, and they are a
win-win for everyone involved. Farm-
ers get direct cash assistance for par-
ticipating in the programs which al-
lows them to implement voluntary and
incentive-based conservation practices
right on their own land. Just to name
a few, there is a wetlands reserve pro-
gram that a lot of outdoor
recreationists especially appreciate be-
cause of the water fowl and the benefit
it brings to the water fowl species.
There is Equip and there is also some-
thing called CRP, the Conservation Re-
serve Program. These are very popular
programs for the farmers back in Wis-
consin, and I know it is true for farm-
ers throughout the country.

Mr. Speaker, this is a way to provide
some cash flow to what has become a
very difficult economic time for our
family farmers. They participate in
land conservation programs on a vol-
untary basis, they get cash assistance,
and the communities around them ben-
efit with cleaner watershed areas and
less runoff that is occurring with sedi-
mentation and nutrients from the
farmland.

I have had many conversations with
Vice President GORE in this regard, be-
cause we have another farm bill that is

going to be coming up for reauthoriza-
tion in the next session of Congress,
and Vice President GORE is a strong
supporter of sound land conservation
practices that can benefit farmers, but
which will also benefit the commu-
nities in which they are operating.
This is a huge difference between what
AL GORE is proposing in regards to ag-
riculture and farm policy and what
Governor Bush is talking about.

In fact, it was striking in the last de-
bate when we listened to the question
that was raised in St. Louis in regards
to agriculture policy; and I, for one,
was very happy that it was finally
raised as a question during these presi-
dential debates, the striking difference
between the answers, between AL GORE
and George Bush. AL GORE recognized
that there is a crisis right now in rural
America, that family farmers are going
out in droves because of low com-
modity prices. We are losing about
three or four a day every day in the
State of Wisconsin alone, and I know
this is true in other parts of the coun-
try. AL GORE pledged to open up the
farm bill as soon as possible, before it
is too late for many, many more family
farmers, and get to work on various
programs.

I have introduced the National Dairy
Reform bill that is receiving some sup-
port from other representatives in
other regions. This has been an area of
agriculture policy that has typically
pitted farmer against farmer in region
against region with no consensus being
developed. But I have introduced a bill
that representatives in the Northeast
and Southeast recognize could be very
helpful in order to level the income
stream for family farmers and enable
them to survive during very tough
market conditions. It is counter-
cyclical in nature in that it would offer
countercyclical payments to farmers
when the market price drops below a
certain level.

Mr. Speaker, I think this is impor-
tant, because family farmers do bring
diversification in the agriculture sec-
tor as well as more sustainable farming
operations, which has a direct impact
on the environment and conservation
practices in which they are operating.
George Bush, on the other hand, has al-
ready stated as part of his agricultural
agenda that he would completely
eliminate the Conservation Reserve
Program, CRP, which is one of the
most effective conservation measures
that is working for our family farmers
today. He would just as soon get rid of
the entire program, which I find quite
astounding. His only response during
the debate when it came to the farm-
ers’ question, what will you do to help
farmers survive in what are some of
the toughest market conditions they
have faced in the last 30 years, his only
response was, well, I will work hard to
open up market access overseas. Well,
on a theoretical and conceptual plane,
that is fine, and AL GORE too is a big
believer in being able to export more of
our agricultural products abroad.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, was the gentleman
concerned that on one hand, Governor
Bush allegedly talks about opening
these up overseas, and yet, turns
around and criticizes the recent initia-
tives that were taken by this body on a
bipartisan basis to open up the oppor-
tunity of having food to be traded with
Cuba? Does that seem a little bizarre
to the gentleman?

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, it was en-
tirely inconsistent with what he was
saying during the debate and with
what he was actually advocating dur-
ing the legislative process and what we
were actually working on here. But
what is even more astounding is that
the crisis is real and it is today. When
we are losing four or five family farms
a day, we cannot sit around waiting for
these utopian markets to open up over-
seas and to be exporting a lot of prod-
ucts. We do not export much dairy
products to begin with. I mean there
just is not a great export market today
for them.

So I think the farmers are really
looking for a new administration that
is willing to roll up their sleeves and
work on farm policy that can start
having an impact as soon as possible.
Otherwise, if we wait around for these
theoretical markets to open up over-
seas, it may be way too late for our
farmers.

Mr. Speaker, another important part
that we will have a chance to look at
and discuss and debate and hopefully
adopt as a part of the farm bill are
these land conservation bills, some-
thing that AL GORE has consistently
supported in his career in both the
House and Senate and now in his career
as Vice President of the United States,
something he has pledged to support
again in the future. I am highly con-
fident that if it is his administration
that we are dealing with when we are
creating the next farm bill, that land
conservation programs that are vol-
untary and incentive-based, that do
provide income assistance to farmers
who want to be able to do this, but
when they are looking at low com-
modity prices and it is their very sur-
vival that is on the line right now, they
do not have the extra cash reserves to
implement some of the conservation
programs that they know would work
and work well on their own land. So it
could be a wonderful partnership that
is formed with already existing pro-
grams, with more creative thinking in
regards to conservation measures that
will help our farmers; and ultimately,
it is going to benefit the water quality
and the watershed area all around
these producers.

I think it is a very important distinc-
tion. I think it is a very important dif-
ference between what AL GORE has
been talking about during the course of
the campaign, the type of conservation
agenda he would pursue as it relates to
family farmers in the country and
what Governor Bush either does not
support or perhaps just does not realize
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the importance of these programs that
he is advocating to eliminate right
now.

So I just wanted to come down and
share that point in particular, given
what we are experiencing back home in
Wisconsin, with the plight of our fam-
ily farmers, and really the difference in
vision that is being offered by AL GORE
on the one hand, who recognizes the
crisis, has pledged to open up the farm
bill right away, rather than waiting for
another 2 years or maybe 3 years to im-
plement some new farm policy, but
also his strong support for land con-
servation measures that are going to
make sense for those individual farm-
ers.

I also wanted to just quickly com-
mend the gentleman from Minnesota
(Mr. MINGE) and also Senator HARKIN
from Iowa for taking the initiative in
introducing legislation last week
called the Conservation Security Act.
What this will do is again, in line with
the voluntary incentive basis for land
conservation programs and cash assist-
ance to farmers who develop and imple-
ment a comprehensive conservation
plan for their land.

What is interesting with this legisla-
tive proposal is that it will be unique
to each of the individual producers. It
will not be: this is the program; now,
see if we can fit it into your land. It
will be: what do we have to work with,
and then with technical assistance that
will be provided, those farmers will be
able to develop a conservation plan for
their particular tract of land that they
are producing on. It is a novel approach
in that it provides an incredible
amount of flexibility for the farmers to
really accentuate the positive on their
own land, rather than taking some
round circle and trying to fit it into a
square challenge that might be affect-
ing their particular land.
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I am hoping that this legislative ini-
tiative that I am co-sponsoring with
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
MINGE) on the House side, along with
some bipartisan support from the gen-
tleman from South Dakota (Mr.
THUNE), the gentleman from North Da-
kota (Mr. POMEROY) and others that
this, too, will receive very serious at-
tention.

But when one looks at farm policy,
there are not any easy answers. If there
were, they would have been found a
long time ago. I think this is one area
where we can do a better job of being
able to provide an answer to family
farmers in the area of environment and
conservation measures that many of
the farmers are doing, and they do very
well but needs some assistance, some
financial resources in order to accom-
plish the commonly shared objective of
being good land stewards on the land.

So with that point, I thank the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER)
for the time this evening.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate the gentleman’s input in

framing these issues as it relates to the
environment, the difference between
Governor Bush and Vice President
GORE, and what it would mean for the
agricultural industry. I did appreciate
the gentleman’s reference to the bipar-
tisanship in both the legislation that
he is cosponsoring and he referenced
the progress that we made in the re-
cently approved VAWA. That is some-
thing that I think bears some consider-
ation.

I must confess, when I came to this
Chamber, the partisanship really was
sort of off putting. I note the presence
in the Chamber this evening of the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. PORTER). I,
too, am saddened at the prospect of his
leaving. I have appreciated his
thoughtful approach in a bipartisan
fashion with the important work of the
Committee on Appropriations and in
other areas as well. There is no one I
respect more, and I appreciate in my
short tenure here what he has added in
an element of bipartisanship.

I guess that is what concerns me the
most, Mr. Speaker, about what the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND)
is talking about, because when it
comes to America’s environment, we
should be working on a bipartisan
basis.

The gentleman from Wisconsin and I
have been working with people like the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GILLMOR)
and the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
BEREUTER). We have had the leadership
on our Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure where the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHU-
STER) and the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) time and time
again have actually fashioned this fas-
cinating environmental legislation,
ISTEA, the VAWA bill, where we have
been able to put some of these provi-
sions in.

I guess this is one of the concerns
that I have because I do not want to
have mistaken what we are talking
about this evening that somehow just
attempting to be mindlessly partisan.

All the legislation that the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin and I have been
working on, there has been an effort to
make it bipartisan in nature. Regard-
less of who controls this Chamber in
the next Congress, it is going to be im-
portant to fashion bipartisan agree-
ments to move legislation forward.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman will yield, I just want to also
commend the gentleman from Oregon
for the leadership that he has provided
this Congress in regards to livable com-
munities. In fact, he established the
Livable Communities Caucus, a work-
ing group of Representatives who get
together and discuss a lot of sustain-
able development ideas, things that all
of our communities are wrestling with
day in and day out back home in re-
gards to how they want to see their
neighborhoods, their cities, their com-
munities look in the next 20, 30, 50
years from now.

There is a lot of planning, develop-
ment planning taking place back

home. But there is also a lot of things
that are being done here in the United
States Congress, policy being made
that can work to the detriment of this
planning process back at the local
level.

The gentleman from Oregon is rais-
ing that issue where it has never been
raised before in the United States Con-
gress. I appreciate his insight, his ex-
pertise on that, the fact that he has
been able to reach out, bring in other
Representatives from across the aisle
in a bipartisan fashion again to have
these discussions and to get everyone
here thinking about what the implica-
tions are and policy that we pass and
adopt in this body and how that is
going to affect either to the benefit or
the detriment of local communities
and their planning process, develop-
ment process of back home.

So I commend the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER). I look for-
ward to working with him some more
in the future on what is perhaps one of
the more important issues that is
sweeping the country right now when
it comes to sustainable development
issues. I thank him.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, I appreciate the
gentleman’s words. I guess that is one
of the things that disappoints me about
the nature of the current Presidential
campaign.

Last year, I worked on a bipartisan
basis putting together a group of peo-
ple to try and help both parties deal
with these issues at the Graduate
School of Design at Harvard with the
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREU-
TER), the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Mrs. JOHNSON), the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
WEYGAND) where we had a bipartisan
group to try and frame these issues.
Because it sadly does not need to be
partisan.

The point I wanted to make was that
we actually reached out at Harvard
University developing a bipartisan op-
portunity for people in both parties to
fashion approaches for the environ-
ment and livable communities with a
notion that it would play a larger role
in this election.

I note with interest, and again I am
sad about it, I am not happy to deal
with the record of Governor Bush as it
relates to local government and deal-
ing with problems of sprawl. I was dis-
appointed, because I had worked for
years with people in the capital city of
Austin, Texas who have tried repeat-
edly to figure out initiatives that they
could take to help them get control of
some very serious situations that they
have, trying to manage growth and pol-
lution and sprawl in the capital city of
Texas.

Sadly, Governor Bush has supported
legislation that took away the ability
of the City of Austin to creatively
solve their own problems. Now, the
Governor has no national policy. The
State of Texas does not have anything
to help them. He would even support
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legislation that takes away the cre-
ative approaches that were taken by
the capital city of Austin. I think it is
a sad legacy.

As I say, it is not something that
needs to be partisan. I am the first to
point out that it was a Republican Vice
President who subsequently became
president, Teddy Roosevelt, who set
aside the land for the impressive na-
tional monuments, one of the first and
great conservationists.

But it was this administration over
the objections, sadly, of some of my
colleagues on the other side of the
aisle, and apparently over the objec-
tions of the Republican ticket of Bush
and Cheney for extending monument
protection. In fact, they have already
announced that these are some of the
first things they will review in the
event that they are elected this No-
vember.

Vice President GORE has been in-
volved in this administration being
point person on some of the more cre-
ative partnerships to protect, for exam-
ple, habitat. Seventy percent of the
continental United States is in private
hands. Successful efforts to maintain
and restore the Nation’s wildlife must
include private land owners.

One of the most valuable tools has
been the Habitat Conservation Plan,
which is a long-term agreement be-
tween government and a land owner
that helps ensure the survival of
threatened wildlife while allows pro-
ductive use of the land. Prior to 1993,
only 14 such plans existed. Throughout
12 years of Reagan-Bush, 14 plans ex-
isted. This administration has forged
another 250 plans protecting more than
20,000 acres and 200 threatened or en-
dangered species.

The Vice President has been part of
the effort to protect and expand na-
tional parks and monuments and has
already announced that he will fight to
block efforts to roll back the environ-
ment progress that we have made.

The Vice President has been active
seeking full funding of the Lands Leg-
acy Initiative, one of the more creative
parts through the Land and Water Con-
servation fund.

The Vice President has long been on
record to reform the antiquated mining
law and use that reform to help pay for
conservation. The Mining Act of 1872 is
on the books effective identical today
as it was signed by President Ulysses
S. Grant. This allows patents for hard
rock minerals on public lands to be
mined for $2.50 an acre or $5 an acre.

Since taking office in January of
1993, the 1872 Mining law has required
the Department of Interior to sign 40
mining patents, some of which have
been granted to foreign hard rock com-
pany, mining companies, deeding away
publicly owned resources valued at
more than $15 billion to individuals and
private mining companies. In return,
the taxpayers received a little more
than $24,000. This is an outrage.

The last Republican administration
vetoed efforts of Democratic Con-

gresses to reform it. Vice President
GORE would use the money from min-
ing royalties to pay incentives to pro-
tect open space and help communities
support local parks.

I have already referenced earlier in
my remarks this evening the rather bi-
zarre position of Governor Bush who
rules out some of the initiatives in sav-
ing the salmon stocks in the Pacific
Northwest who has no plan himself.
The Vice President has committed to
saving the salmon stocks and is willing
to consider all the options that would
be required under our treaty obliga-
tions and under U.S. law.

Well, as I look at the record of Gov-
ernor Bush, it gives me pause. Looking
at the area of public lands, one is hard-
pressed to find what Governor Bush did
in his stewardship in the last 6 years to
deal with Texas parks or public land.

Again, this is not a partisan issue. I
have been on the floor of this Chamber
commending Governor Christine Todd
Whitman, Governor Pataki for his and
her initiatives, respectively, dealing
with the preservation of open space in
the States of New Jersey and New
York.

They do not have to be partisan
issues. In fact, when governors, Repub-
lican or Democrat, take the lead, the
public supports them, and legislators
fall in place. Well, what is Texas doing
to take advantage of the massive pub-
lic support for improving park and
open space?

Texas, the second largest State in
the union, running substantial budget
surpluses, where does it rank, where in
the ranking of the States on the money
it spends on State parks? A 1998 State
audit found that Texas had a funding
backlog of $186 million just for the
maintenance of existing parks.
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In 1999, the Texas Parks Commission
tried to remove the cap on a sporting
goods tax to increase its revenue. Gov-
ernor Bush could not see his way clear
to either provide money in his budget
or to support the increase in the reve-
nues. The measure died. Governor Bush
did appoint a tax force to find a solu-
tion, perhaps a good start. But then
when his parks commission made a rec-
ommendation, did the governor em-
brace it? Did he come forward chal-
lenging the legislature to meet the
needs? Sadly not. He created this task
force on conservation which he charged
with finding ways to ensure that Texas
leaves a legacy for our children and
grandchildren, a legacy of unwavering
commitment to preserve and conserve
our treasured lands. And then he ig-
nored the request for initial funding for
the commission.

A year ago on the campaign trail,
one of the most important pieces of
conservation legislation, and again I
point out it was bipartisan legislation,
it cannot be more bipartisan than when
you have the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) and the
gentleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG),

the chair and ranking member respec-
tively of the Committee on Resources,
which passes this Chamber with over
300 votes, Governor Bush, when asked
last year about his support for the Fed-
eral Land and Water Conservation
Fund, did not even know how to answer
the question. He would increase log-
ging on public lands. He would reverse
the roadless area protections that have
been a part of this administration’s
roadless area initiative. I have already
referenced that they have indicated
they might well try and reopen lands
to development that have been pro-
tected by this administration. I think
it is something that is exceedingly
frustrating for people who care about
the environment to take a step back
and look at the nature of this sorry
legacy where the governor has dealt
with the environment in the State of
Texas.

It did not have to be that way. It was
not that way with Governor Engler in
Michigan, Christie Todd Whitman,
Governor Pataki; it is not the way with
Democratic governors across the coun-
try, but Governor Bush seemingly does
not set a priority on the environment
other than photo ops when he comes to
the Pacific Northwest. Where is the
passion, the commitment, the outrage
that under his watch Houston has be-
come the smoggiest city in the United
States?

In the area of energy, which is impor-
tant in terms of both American policy
and its environmental consequences,
here again is another stark difference
between Vice President GORE and Gov-
ernor Bush. Vice President GORE has
supported conservation, is against
drilling in the ANWR, 95 percent of
Alaska’s north slope is already avail-
able for oil and gas exploration and
leasing. The wildlife preserve is the
only 5 percent that is not available.
And the estimate of the impact of the
ANWR in terms of our energy supply is
that it would be at most a 6-month sup-
ply of oil. And it would take 10 years to
bring that energy supply to market.
This is opposed by three-quarters of
the American public. It is in fact even
opposed by a majority of people in the
State of Alaska. But it is part of Gov-
ernor Bush’s proposal for dealing with
the energy problem.

Mr. Speaker, I am really troubled
with this disconnect between Amer-
ica’s long-term environmental inter-
ests, with the wishes and needs and in-
terests of the American public, and
what has been offered by Governor
Bush and the Republican ticket. It is
my hope that in the remaining 2 weeks
of this campaign, that the American
public will focus on the difference be-
tween the two gentlemen who would
offer themselves up for President, one
of whom will be elected President and
use that in guiding their votes accord-
ingly.
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-

VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTIONS 115,
116, 117, 118, 119, AND 120, EACH
MAKING FURTHER CONTINUING
APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2001

Mr. LINDER (during the special
order of Mr. BLUMENAUER), from the
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 106–998) on the
resolution (H. Res. 646) providing for
consideration of certain joint resolu-
tions making further continuing appro-
priations for the fiscal year 2001, and
for other purposes, which was referred
to the House Calendar and ordered to
be printed.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING
POINTS OF ORDER AGAINST CON-
FERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 4811,
FOREIGN OPERATIONS, EXPORT
FINANCING, AND RELATED PRO-
GRAMS APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2001

Mr. LINDER (during the special
order of Mr. BLUMENAUER), from the
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 106–999) on the
resolution (H. Res. 647) waiving points
of order against the conference report
to accompany the bill (H.R. 4811) mak-
ing appropriations for foreign oper-
ations, export financing, and related
programs for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2001, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING
POINTS OF ORDER AGAINST CON-
FERENCE REPORT ON S. 835, ES-
TUARIES AND CLEAN WATERS
ACT OF 2000

Mr. LINDER (during the special
order of Mr. BLUMENAUER), from the
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 106–1000) on the
resolution (H. Res. 648) waiving points
of order against the conference report
to accompany the Senate bill (S. 835) to
encourage the restoration of estuary
habitat through more efficient project
financing and enhanced coordination of
Federal and non-Federal restoration
programs, and for other purposes,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

f

TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE TOM
EWING ON HIS RETIREMENT
FROM CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GOODLING). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, it is
with great pleasure that I come to the
floor tonight to spend some time to
think about a good friend and col-
league who is also leaving, the gen-

tleman from Illinois (Mr. EWING). I
have been joined by a couple of my col-
leagues that because of the lateness of
the hour I would like for them to have
the opportunity to address the House
and then I will pick up.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from upstate Illinois (Mr. PORTER)
whom we have heard a lot about to-
night already.

Mr. PORTER. I thank the gentleman
from Illinois for yielding to me. I am
very pleased to be able to participate
in this tribute to our colleague, TOM
EWING. Mr. Speaker, I was elected to
the Illinois General Assembly in 1972.
TOM EWING was elected to the Illinois
General Assembly in 1974. I had the
privilege of serving with TOM for 4
years, 1974 to 1978 in the Illinois House
of Representatives. He roomed with an-
other Illinois representative elected in
his class of 1974, Lee Daniels of Elm-
hurst, and I sat next to Lee Daniels.
Now, I was a one-term member when
Lee Daniels and TOM EWING arrived in
the chamber and the first order of busi-
ness because the Democrats had
achieved in 1974 a very large majority
in the Illinois House as a result of the
Watergate problems and the first order
of business was the election of a Speak-
er of the House. Two Democrats vied
with one another, and Bill Redmond,
who was from Lee Daniels’ area, had
not quite enough votes to be elected
Speaker. The balloting went on for 14
days with 88 ballots being cast without
a result, and no Speaker having been
chosen, when Lee Daniels, a Repub-
lican, finally broke the tie, or broke
the impasse and cast a Republican vote
for his Democratic colleague, Bill
Redmond, to become Speaker of the
House, and that caused Bill Redmond’s
election. Now, I sat there pleading with
Lee Daniels not to cast that vote. I as-
sumed it would be the end of his polit-
ical career. It is fascinating that Lee
later became the Illinois House Repub-
lican leader and Speaker of the Illinois
House and is today the minority leader
of the Illinois House. But Lee Daniels
was kind of the glue that brought TOM
and I together. The three of us became
very close friends, and others I might
add became very close friends in the Il-
linois General Assembly, and I was
very privileged to have the opportunity
to serve with TOM for those 4 years.

In 1977, I felt that I was conducting
two full-time jobs. I was practicing
law, which seemed to take my full
time, and I was also in the general as-
sembly; and that seemed to take my
full time. And so I said to myself, I am
going to let my constituents decide
whether they want me to become a
lawyer or a legislator full time, and I
am going to run for Congress. I took on
the incumbent Democrat in my district
and after one of the really truly classic
elections I think fought on the issues,
I lost that election by 650 votes out of
189,000 cast. My constituents decided
they wanted me to be a lawyer. Actu-
ally, I then gave them another chance
when my opponent immediately was

appointed to the Federal bench by
President Carter, and I was elected in a
special election and left the general as-
sembly. I came here to Washington.

Mr. Speaker, frankly it was lonely
here without Old Tom. I like to call
him Old TOM because he and I are ex-
actly the same age. Actually, I am 4
months older but I do not admit it. And
for 11 years I waited for TOM to come to
Washington, and he finally arrived in
July of 1991 when he was elected in a
special election. In the meantime, he
served as one of the outstanding rep-
resentatives in the Illinois General As-
sembly, heading the revenue com-
mittee, acting as assistant Republican
leader under Lee Daniels from 1982 to
1990.

Finally, after all that time, TOM
came and joined us here in Washington.
He brought with him, Mr. Speaker, his
great commitment to fiscal responsi-
bility. He brought it here to Wash-
ington where it was really, really need-
ed. And from the very first time when
he arrived here in 1991, he worked to
ensure that we attempted to balance
the budget, to protect Social Security,
to promote economic growth, and he
has during his time in Washington been
repeatedly recognized for his commit-
ment to balanced budgets and fiscal re-
sponsibility by the Citizens Against
Government Waste, by the Watchdogs
of the Treasury, by Americans for Tax
Reform, by the American Taxpayers
Union, by the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, by the National Federation of
Independent Business.

Over and over again, all of the orga-
nizations who watch this very closely
have recognized TOM’s commitment to
fiscal responsibility, and he has been
one of the great leaders here in bring-
ing that about. Today, we enjoy bal-
anced budgets because of legislators
like TOM EWING. He brought, of course,
his friendship with our Speaker, DEN-
NIS HASTERT, with him. Both served in
the Illinois General Assembly together
as well. And he brought with him a
commitment to agriculture so impor-
tant to central Illinois and to his dis-
trict, to health care and to education,
and he has received award after award
for his work in each of those three
areas.

Mr. Speaker, he also has brought a
commitment to transportation. He has
served on the transportation com-
mittee. One of the things that brings
us together as we work as an Illinois
delegation is our commitment to the
use of ethanol in American automobile
fuels. And TOM has been a great leader
in respect to bringing agriculture and
transportation together in respect to
ethanol. He has also, and this has been
the area of his greatest expertise, he
has served the entire time as a member
of the agriculture committee. He is
chairman of the Subcommittee on Risk
Management, Research, and Specialty
Crops of the Committee on Agri-
culture, and as you may know, Mr.
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Speaker, TOM’s predecessor was Ed
Madigan, a gentleman that you served
with many years here, a gentleman
who chaired the agriculture committee
and became Secretary of Agriculture
under President George Bush, and very
frankly, and I will admit to my
downstate colleagues this at any time,
my district has no farms.
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If I receive a letter regarding an agri-
cultural issue from one of my constitu-
ents, it would be likely to begin, my
uncle or father died and left me his
farm in Iowa and then the agricultural
issue may be raised. So my knowledge
of agricultural issues, which is a very
difficult segment, a very deep part of
American law, I always look to my
downstate colleagues for guidance.
Whenever I had to cast a vote on an ag-
ricultural issue in the House of Rep-
resentatives invariably I would look to
see where Ed Madigan was when he was
here, and when he became Secretary of
Agriculture and TOM replaced him in
that seat I would look to see where
TOM EWING voted because I knew that
he would know that issue backwards
and forwards and I could count on him
to exercise the kind of judgment that I
respected, and I always felt complete
confidence both in Ed Madigan and in
TOM EWING in casting those votes.

Mr. Speaker, TOM EWING is the kind
of person you want in a legislative
body of this type, an honest person, a
smart person, a man of very sound
judgment, a conservative who is not
necessarily conservative in a philo-
sophical sense but conservative intel-
lectually. You have to convince him
that change is necessary and change is
the right way to go; conservative in his
personal outlook but willing to listen
to sound arguments for change that
may be needed.

Mr. Speaker, TOM has served in legis-
lative bodies, the Illinois General As-
sembly, from 1974 to 1991, and here in
the Congress from 1991 to the present
time, a total of 26 years. I was most
fortunate to be there at the beginning
when his political career started in the
Illinois General Assembly and to be his
colleague there. I have been most for-
tunate to be here through the 9 years
that he has served in this body, and to
be his colleague here as well. Our two
careers have been exactly parallel in
time and in place in large measure, at
different times in the same place, but
we have served together and it has
been a wonderful, wonderful part of my
service in Congress to be able to call
TOM EWING my colleague and my
friend. He has earned the accolades of
his colleagues and constituents for his
work. He has earned a deserved retire-
ment with his wonderful wife, Connie. I
cannot tell you what it has meant to
me to be a friend and a colleague of a
gentleman like TOM EWING. I wish him
well in his retirement, in all that he
undertakes in the future. He has been a
true credit to American politics, to
public service and to the Illinois Gen-

eral Assembly and this esteemed insti-
tution.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to submit for the RECORD the fol-
lowing statements, a statement from
Congressman EWING’s staff, a letter by
the Governor of the State of Illinois,
and a letter by Eric Nicoll, former staff
director for Congressman EWING and
now an industry representative in
Washington.

As members of Tom Ewing’s staff, we have
a unique perspective on what makes Tom
such a great person and Congressman. He is
a man who is straightforward and honest, a
solid, upstanding, good-hearted person—a
true Midwesterner. Tom is one of the hardest
workers in Congress, setting an example we
could never meet, being the first person in
the office in the morning, and the last to
leave.

Tom’s quiet leadership, friendly manner,
gentle guidance and terrific sense of humor
created a great working environment. He
made sure that we all worked hard, but
never took ourselves too seriously, con-
stantly joking with and teasing us all. Staff
always had a lot of latitude to work on their
issues and projects, and the door to Tom’s of-
fice was always open. He was always inter-
ested in our opinions and input, and tolerant
of mistakes. We will always remember him
as the ideal boss—a mentor, friend, and
someone we could look up to and on whom
we could depend.

Tom considers his staff an extension of his
family, and takes great interest in all that is
happening in our lives. He is first and fore-
most a family man, and when members of
our staff faced family emergencies, Tom
made sure that our families came first.

In short, Tom Ewing reminds us all that
public service can and should be an honor-
able profession—he is a shining example of
why citizens could get involved in their gov-
ernment. Tom has said that in politics, ‘‘it is
always best to leave with your hat in the
air.’’ That he has done. We will miss Tom
greatly, and wish him every success and hap-
piness as he moves into the next chapter of
his life.

STATE OF ILLINOIS,
WASHINGTON OFFICE,

Washington, DC, October 11, 2000.
Hon. THOMAS W. EWING,
House of Representatives, Rayburn House Office

Building, Washington, DC.
DEAR TOM: On behalf of the State of Illi-

nois, please accept our profound appreciation
for your tireless efforts and myriad contribu-
tions for people throughout the State of Illi-
nois and our nation.

As the 106th Congress of the United States
nears adjournment, we understandably pause
to reflect on the benefits for all of us from
your 17 years of service in the State Legisla-
ture and nearly a decade in Congress. As a
family man, farmer, business owner, lawyer
and a devoted public official, your unassum-
ing, yet effective leadership, in both the Illi-
nois and the US House of Representatives
will not soon be forgotten.

Those of us who have had the good fortune
to work closely with you know how impor-
tant your family has been to you throughout
your years of public service. You and your
wife, Connie, have six wonderful children and
five very special grandchildren. Your moth-
er, Harriet, is justifiably proud of your many
awards and accomplishments. Hopefully one
of the benefits of the days to come will be
more relaxed moments with your family. In
any event, you have earned and will be able
to savor a host of memories—including more
election nights then you care to remember,

along with the Ewing for State Representa-
tive signs on the back of your father’s horse
trailer!

Since our days together in the Illinois
House of Representatives, nearly 25 years
ago, you have remained an esteemed col-
league, and more importantly, a dear friend.
Side by side, we weathered debates when our
views did not easily prevail. Whether in the
majority or the minority, you always advo-
cated common sense solutions and fought ef-
fectively and wholeheartedly for your con-
stituents.

Your deep commitment to sound fiscal pol-
icy, quality education, free trade, along with
your dedication to farmers and their families
are but a few of the reasons why your con-
stituents value your lifetime of public serv-
ice so very much. You have known when to
speak out and when to listen. You have
earned a national leadership role among
those who have unselfishly provided future
generations with so much.

Your friends at home, in the Illinois Gen-
eral Assembly, among Members of Congress
and admirers of yours from around our state
and nation join Lura Lynn and me in com-
municating an enthusiastic thank you, in
wishing you and yours the very best of
health and happiness, and in expressing our
hope that we will find new and creative ways
to work together with you in the future!

Very truly yours,
GEORGE H. RYAN,

Governor.

OCTOBER 3, 2000.
Hon. JOHN M. SHIMKUS,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN SHIMKUS: Thank you
so much for sponsoring a Special Order to
honor Congressman Ewing on his retirement
for the House. Congressman Ewing hired me
as his Legislative Director on the day he was
sworn in on July 10, 1991 and I worked in his
office for over six years.

I know that I speak on behalf of dozens of
current and former staff and interns over the
years in saying that we are proud to have
had the chance to work for Tom Ewing. He is
one of the most decent persons I can think
of—in or out of Congress.

Congressman Ewing helped many of us
start our careers in politics and gave us op-
portunities to grow professionally. But more
importantly, he looked out for us personally
and acted as a second father to many of the
staff—listening to our problems and giving
us helpful advice. In fact, he helped me buy
my first home and even gave me pointers in
negotiating my first job off the Hill!

Congress will be losing a fine man when
Tom Ewing retires. And, you’ll be losing
that cutting Midwest human! Thanks for
recognizing him with this Special Order.

Sincerely,
ERIC NICOLL,

Director of Government Relations.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, now I
would like to turn to one of the great
agricultural leaders of the country and
in the Congress, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. STENHOLM), showing the bi-
partisan aspect of this period of time
to reflect on Congressman EWING. I ap-
preciate him coming down.

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend, the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS), very much for
yielding, and I thank him for his extra
kind remarks.

Mr. Speaker, I would say to the pre-
vious speaker, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. PORTER), I have not known
TOM as long he has, but I can say that
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evidently he learned his trade well in
the Illinois legislature because he car-
ried that over into the House of Rep-
resentatives.

As a Texan, I cannot say that TOM
and I have always agreed on every as-
pect of agriculture, our States being a
little different, the rainfall, climate
being a little different, but I believe it
would not be an overstatement to say
that in the 9 years that I have served
with him on the Committee on Agri-
culture that I cannot think of a time in
which we have not been able to find a
constructive middle ground. For the
last 6 years, TOM has chaired the Sub-
committee on Risk Management, Re-
search, and Specialty Crops, and that
has been a challenge. Consensus build-
ing, though, has been the hallmark of
TOM’s leadership. His legacy is well es-
tablished through some very difficult
pieces of legislation. Soon after he be-
came chairman, he brought together
administration and industry officials
to develop a compromise that broke a
long-lasting stalemate over the Perish-
able Agricultural Commodities Act.
His work for peanuts, tobacco and
sugar farmers have made this North-
erner a welcome and well-known guest
in rural communities throughout the
South. When it comes to promoting ag-
ricultural exports, again TOM EWING
has been a leader. Whether it was
NAFTA, whether it was attempting
and ultimately getting the permanent
normal trade relations with China,
TOM recognized for his farmers, as
most of us who represent rural areas
recognize for our farmers, the absolute
necessity of increasing trade.

Ninety-six percent, for example, of
all of the world’s consumers live out-
side of the United States and TOM rec-
ognized that and he was a great ambas-
sador for American agriculture.

Research is another area of TOM’s
hallmark, where he has been a very for-
ward thinking member. The promise of
our future food and fiber production
system depends on having solid re-
search foundation and TOM has been a
dedicated member of the House Com-
mittee on Agriculture, ensuring that
innovations and efficiencies continue
to bring forth from our research sys-
tem.

TOM EWING also deserves a great deal
of credit for the enactment of the Agri-
cultural Risk Protection Act earlier
this year. He understands the risk that
our producers face and his mark on our
risk management policy will be long
lasting.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, TOM made
some previously unimaginable strides
this year in driving agreements that no
one thought could be reached with re-
gard to the Commodities Exchange
Act, having fought for that particular
piece of legislation for years, but under
TOM’s leadership the House last week
passed by a vote of 377–4 the Commod-
ities Exchange Act, a remarkable
achievement. I hope the Senate acts
quickly to make this work complete so
that it can be a true legacy to TOM
EWING’s leadership here in the House.

One other comment, as so many of us
readily admit that we have over mar-
ried as far as the better half of our
family, certainly Connie and the
friendship that Cindy and I have had
with TOM and Connie over the years is
very indicative that behind this good
leader there has been an even better
woman, and that is something that
many of us appreciate, and I certainly
do in TOM and Connie.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) for yielding me
this time tonight to say how much this
Texan has appreciated, TOM, your lead-
ership in serving in the House and we
will truly miss you.

Mr. SHIMKUS. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM) for
taking the time out late to honor our
friend and colleague.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the subject of my special
order tonight.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GOODLING). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.
Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I would

like to yield time to the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT).

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank my friend and colleague,
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
SHIMKUS), for taking the lead on this
tribute to Congressman TOM EWING to-
night.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take a
few moments to recognize and reflect
on the outstanding public service
record of our friend and colleague from
Illinois, TOM EWING. TOM is retiring
after devoting more than 25 years, in-
cluding 9 years in this House, to serv-
ing the people of Illinois and the people
of this Nation. Over that time, I think
that TOM has established himself as
one of the most valuable, well liked
and well respected Members of the
House, and I think I speak for all of us
to say that it has been a pleasure to
serve with him. He did begin his public
service in 1974 as a member of the Illi-
nois House of Representatives which
we have heard reference to several
times, and he served there with distinc-
tion for 17 years. While in Springfield,
TOM served as the assistant Republican
leader of the Illinois House from 1982
until 1990, when he was named deputy
minority leader. I too served in the Illi-
nois House and as assistant Republican
leader, but to my regret we never
served there together. As ships that
pass in the night, TOM left the General
Assembly in 1991 and I was elected to
serve there in 1992.

In a way, it was agriculture that
brought TOM to this House, the U.S.
Department of Agriculture to be exact.
When President Bush named the late
former Congressman Ed Madigan as
Secretary of the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, TOM ran in the 1991 special

election for the seat and won handily.
In fact, he won so handily that he
turned around and ran again during the
next year, 1992, and won again handily.

So there are many reasons, I think,
why this body will miss this Member in
particular, and will sorely miss this
Member TOM EWING.

I would like to address the four top
reasons that I will miss him. First and
foremost is his invaluable expertise on
all things relating to farms, farmers,
farm financing, agriculture commod-
ities and agriculture in general. In
fact, before I actually met TOM EWING,
I thought of him as ‘‘Mister Illinois Ag-
riculture.’’ That was not because of his
impressive leadership role in this body
but, frankly, for his weekly interviews
on WGN’s radio farm report with Orion
Samuelson and Max Armstrong. Each
week as I commuted from Chicago to
Springfield, Illinois, for the Illinois
General Assembly legislative session,
the road that took me through this
rich farmland of TOM’s district, I–55, as
I drove along I would hear these discus-
sions with Orion and Max which en-
lightened me on the farm policy.

So now as one whose suburban Chi-
cago district has seen acres of rows and
rows of corn replaced by rows and rows
of single family dwellings, I must
admit that it was TOM that I turned to
for advice on issues relating to agri-
culture. He was always patient, always
insightful and always frank.

The second reason that I will miss
him is that together he and I represent
two-thirds of the Illinois Delegation on
the Committee on Science, and to-
gether we have fought many a battle to
ensure continued funding for two of the
world’s premier research institutions:
The University of Illinois at Cham-
paign and Argonne National Labora-
tory located in our respective districts.
I cannot say that I rely as heavily on
TOM’s advice in the Committee on
Science as I do on agricultural issues,
however, but on occasions that he was
sighted at a committee meeting I was
always confident of his advice and al-
ways confident that we would be voting
on an issue of interest to the Univer-
sity of Illinois at Champaign.

The third reason that I will miss TOM
is for his devotion to the principles of
free and fair trade, and his leadership
in pressing open markets for our prod-
ucts and services abroad. Together we
served on the whip team for permanent
normal trade relations with China and
together we spent a lot of time locked
down in Seattle during the WTO min-
isterial last year. TOM’s district ex-
ports the farm products that feed the
world, just as my district exports the
manufactured products and services
that the world demands.

b 2300

His efforts to open markets, not just
for American farm products, but for all
products and services will long be re-
membered. His council on agricultural
trade, not to mention his insights into
the issues that have dominated the
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past decade’s trade negotiations are
without compare.

Last, but not least, I will miss TOM
for his candor, his humor and his joy in
life. TOM will be remembered for the
great things he accomplished during
his service here, from drafting and
guiding passage of the Freedom to
Farm Act of 1996, to fighting for the re-
peal of the unfair death tax, to leading
the way in reforming and reauthorizing
the Commodities and Exchange Act.

But for those who of us who have had
the privilege of serving with him, TOM
will be remembered the best and
missed the most for his warm friend-
ship, his ready humor and his gen-
erosity of spirit and time. So I join my
colleagues tonight in wishing TOM and
his wife, Connie, and their wonderful
six children all the best that their fu-
ture life has to offer. So I thank the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS)
for allowing me to participate in this
tribute.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs.
BIGGERT).

Mr. Speaker, I am now joined by the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. HOEK-
STRA), and we are glad to have him and
please entertain us with your reflec-
tions of Congressman EWING.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. I thank my col-
leagues from Illinois for pulling to-
gether the special order to recognize
the accomplishments of our colleague,
Mr. EWING. Before I do that, I cannot
help but acknowledge the contribu-
tions of the gentleman sitting in the
chair this evening, who has been my
chairman for the last 6 years, who was
my ranking member for the 2 years be-
fore that, who still every once in a
while pulls me aside for a couple of
words of wisdom, especially on one
project that we remember so fondly
from 1993 where he continues to say I
told you so, in a very good-humored
way, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania, (Mr. GOODLING).

Thank you for the contributions that
you have given to this Congress, to this
House, to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce, to me personally
for the last 8 years and trying to keep
me under your wing, sometimes being
successful, sometimes wishing you had
a little bit of a tighter rope to pull me
back. But we have had a great
colleagueship and a good friendship
over the last 8 years, and I want to
again express my appreciation to you
for that, and to wish you Godspeed as
well as you move into your retirement,
which probably will include some work,
probably will commit some time to the
passion that you have for education
and public service, and probably will
continue some time for your passion
with the horses and that side of your
business, and the orchards, the apples
and those types of things, and the
peaches, I think.

Thank you very much for the con-
tributions that you have made. I could
not start talking about another friend
of mine without recognizing your serv-

ice and seeing you in the Chair tonight.
So thank you very much.

Mr. Speaker, TOM and I kind of devel-
oped a special friendship over the years
that I have been here. TOM came in to
the Congress in a special election in
the Congress before I did. I got elected
in 1992. TOM had served here a short pe-
riod of time prior to me coming here.
We came here in different routes. TOM
having had experience of 25 years, 26
years, or at that point in time 17 years,
18 years in the State legislature, and
before I came here, I came directly
from the private sector.

When I came here, TOM, I think, still
regrets the day that he came to his of-
fice on the third floor of the Longworth
and found out that he had this fresh-
man Republican from Michigan next
door, and for the next 2 years, I con-
stantly would just kind of move. I
would come into my office. As I faced
an issue or whatever or just had a little
bit of extra free time, we just kind of
meandered and roamed over to that
guy next door and to his staff. And we
really developed a very good and, I
think, a very unique friendship that I
cherish over the last 8 years.

TOM was a great neighbor. I have got-
ten to know at least part of the family
having met them here in Washington
or having spent some time with them
back in the district. I have had the op-
portunity to go back into TOM’s dis-
trict a few times and spent some time
with Connie and also with their son
Sam. I have not had the opportunity to
meet all the other children. But it is a
great district that has been very, very
well represented, and the time that I
spent going back through the district,
recognized that he is as well liked in
his district as he was here by his col-
leagues. I think that is a great testa-
ment to the work that he has done.

I also recognized that his golf game
is not a whole lot better than mine, it
is not a whole lot better than the
Chairman of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. I think what
we all have in common is we have a
pretty mediocre game of golf. That is
the thing that I have cherished most in
the 8 years that I have gotten to know
TOM, is the hospitality, the friendship,
some of the other things that the gen-
tleman has talked about, just a great
fun spirit, always an open heart and a
willing hand to help a new Member to
the political process get done what we
needed to get done.

Mr. Speaker, it is more than just
about friendship. It was also about
mentorship. TOM took the time, the en-
ergy and the effort, sometimes the tre-
mendous effort that it would take to
teach me the ropes, explain to me how
things worked here, explain to me how
things would not work here, and how
some of the things that I thought
might be important in the way that I
might want to get them done, was very
willing to provide some minor sugges-
tions on how I might modify some of
the things that I would do to maximize
the impact that I could have in here,

that I could have here in Washington,
taking the time to introduce me to his
friends, both the staff here in the
House, his friends in the Congress that
he knew, and also friends outside of the
Congress who are very knowledgeable
about the issues that TOM and I would
have to work on.

The second thing I remember is the
mentorship and the caring that he
took, not only with me, but I think
with a lot of other new Members who
were coming into the House. Recog-
nizing that we had a huge class that
came into the House in 1992, I think we
ended up with 47 new Members on the
Republican side of the aisle in 1992,
joined by another 80-plus Members in
1994. So there was a tremendous need
for the friendship and the mentorship
that someone like TOM EWING could
provide.

Then the tremendous background. I
think some of the other Members to-
night have talked about his back-
ground and his depth of experience on
some of the issues, his depth of experi-
ence on the Committee on Agriculture,
the way that he dealt with those
issues, and the effectiveness with
which he would take ideas and move
them through the political process.
The same type of depth and back-
ground that he has on the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

He and I spent a short period of time
together on the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. I then
moved off of the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure and had
been on the Committee on the Budget
for 5 years out of the last 6 years. But
again he had the same kind of depth of
background and experience again that
he was very, very willing to share, and
again with something that he has in
common with the gentleman who is
presiding tonight, the gentleman to-
night of course presiding with his expe-
rience and the whole area of education.

So they in their background and ex-
perience were very willing and are will-
ing to lead us through the maze and
the complexity of the issues that they
had to deal with in those areas. So in
closing, I would just say, TOM, you will
be missed. We have had a great time
here together. I appreciate the friend-
ship, the mentorship, the
colleagueship, and the experience that
you have shared with me and that you
have shared with other Members in the
House.

I wish you Godspeed on your retire-
ment. I recognize that your retirement
will include some work. I bet it will in-
clude some overseas trips. I know how
much TOM likes to travel, how much
TOM and Connie like to travel, and I
am sure that it will include some work
on that pretty mediocre game of golf
that you have at this point in time.
You will be missed. Thanks to TOM.
Thanks to Connie, and thanks to the
family for sharing him with us here in
Washington for the last 8 years to 9
years.
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Mr. SHIMKUS. I thank my colleague

from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) for tak-
ing the time out tonight to speak
about my colleague and friend and a
person who we are going to miss here
in Washington.

And I finally will rise to pay tribute
to my dear friend, TOM EWING. TOM was
elected in 1991 to replace Ed Madigan
who was appointed Secretary of Agri-
culture. Since that time, he has been
overwhelmingly reelected by the con-
stituents of the 15th District in Illi-
nois.

During his 9 years in Congress, TOM
has worked tirelessly for our Nation’s
farmers, whether it has been to in-
crease the use of ethanol, rewrite our
Nation’s outdated farm laws or work to
open new foreign markets.

TOM has been a champion for U.S. ag-
riculture, especially with MFN status
for China, or as we know it now NTR,
and as we now know as PNTR. TOM saw
the huge market potential for our
farmers in China and fought hard to
make it a reality. Being a farmer him-
self, TOM knows the importance farm-
ers play in our national economy.

Before his election to Congress, TOM
served 17 years in the Illinois House
where he was assistant Republican
leader from 1982 to 1990, and was named
deputy minority leader in 1990. Prior to
that, TOM was the assistant State’s at-
torney in Livingston County, Illinois.
Like myself, TOM also served in the
United States Army, and as I always
like to say, go Army. Beat Navy.

My connection with Congressman
EWING goes back to 1991, during my
first unsuccessful campaign for Con-
gress. And, of course, there are always
good stories that occur on the cam-
paign trail, Mr. Speaker. But even
though I had TOM’s help and he trav-
eled around my district, I was not suc-
cessful. But in 1994, I was being courted
to run again.

I met with Congressman EWING in his
office in Bloomington, Illinois one cold
February morning. I was concerned
about running, understanding the great
challenge of a large rural district and
just having had my first son, we sat
down and talked about it. And the po-
litical history of this Nation will mark
1994 as a very, very important year for
especially the change in the House of
Representatives.

There was a great pressure to con-
tinue to bring good candidates to the
floor, and I asked the question that I
think many Members who run for Con-
gress ask who are concerned about
their family, and I asked now that I
have a young son, how is this going to
impact my family. And Congressman
EWING looked at me and he said, JOHN,
if you ever think Congress is going to
be family friendly, if you ever think
that that job is going to be family
friendly, forget it, because no matter
how they restructure it, no matter
what they try to do, the basic aspect of
working in Washington, representing
the large district is not, by nature, by
definition family friendly.

He was concerned more about my
family than he was concerned about re-
cruiting a viable candidate to win in a
congressional district. He put my fam-
ily and his recommendation about my
family to the forefront. And for that, I
will always thank him. History now
shows that in 1996, I did have a chance
to run again. TOM was there at my side
again, helping me negotiate the envi-
ronment issue, helping me negotiate
the DC environment, and with his help
and the help of many other people, I
had the fortune to represent the 20th
district, which is south and west of
Congressman EWING’s district.

Since that time, it has been my
honor to serve TOM these past 4 years;
and he was my mentor and advisor as a
candidate. He quickly became a mentor
and advisor to me in Washington. He
has been someone I have been able to
look up to since I have been here. He
will listen to every argument before
making a final decision, and he will
make sure he listens to opposing views.

While that may not seem like a big
deal to most Members, it has meant a
lot to me. Oftentimes we meet with
people or groups who are opposed to a
particular stance we may take. Instead
of working against these groups, TOM
has listened and tried to find areas of
compromise and agreement; that is
why the people of the 15th district sent
him back to Washington time and time
again.

Aside from TOM’s work in support of
agriculture on the House Committee on
Agriculture, he has also served on the
House Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, the Committee on
Science, and the Committee on House
Administration.
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On the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, he has been a
champion for the transportation needs
of rural areas in this country, espe-
cially in downstate Illinois. As a mem-
ber of the Committee on Science, TOM
has worked diligently for increased
funding for university research. With
two major universities in his district,
he realizes the importance of univer-
sity research and the impact it has on
our country.

During our reorganization meetings
for the 106th Congress, TOM EWING
placed a name as a nomination to be a
majority leader. Some people forget
that this occurred. Another young
Member from the Illinois delegation
seconded that motion. That motion
was for the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HASTERT) to become the majority
leader. The vote was taken, and the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT)
had committed his vote and, of course,
the gentleman did not get elected to
the majority leader’s position and
stayed in his role initially as chief dep-
uty whip. But history now shows an-
other conclusion of that time in the
history of this House.

One cannot really talk about TOM
EWING and his role in the House of Rep-

resentatives without also talking
about the great friendship and working
relationship between TOM EWING and
the Speaker of the House of Represent-
atives. They roomed together, they
worked together, they fought on issues
for Illinois together, and I am sure of
the comments that will be submitted
in this RECORD, along with those will
be a submission in the RECORD by the
Speaker of the House to remember his
great friend and colleague, TOM EWING.
So the record would not be complete
without mentioning that dynamic duo
that brought so much to the State of
Illinois and to this Nation.

I would also like to thank TOM and
his wife, Connie, for the years of serv-
ice to this Congress. Connie has been a
great friend to my wife, Karen. TOM
and Connie will be greatly missed and
not easily replaced. The people of the
15th district should be proud to have
had a man like TOM serving in Con-
gress. We thank you, TOM.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise this
evening to pay tribute to my friend and col-
league, Congressman TOM EWING. TOM EWING
is retiring from the U.S. House of Representa-
tives after almost a decade of service to the
people of the Fifteenth Congressional District
of Illinois. TOM will be missed by the Members
of this House and by the Members of the Illi-
nois delegation in particular.

TOM and I both serve on the House Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Committee. We
worked together to help make sure that the
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century,
the massive highway and transit funding bill
that passed in 1998, provided increased fund-
ing for transportation infrastructure in the State
of Illinois. Due in part to TOM’s efforts, Illinois
received a $200 million increase in federal
highway funds under TEA 21. In addition, dur-
ing this year’s debate on the Aviation Invest-
ment and Reform Act for the 21st Century,
TOM was a tireless advocate for improved air
service to small and rural communities, such
as those that he represents. In particular, TOM
has been particularly effective in advocating
the Central Illinois Regional Airport, which re-
cently gained increased jet service by both
United Airlines and American Airlines.

TOM also serves on the House Agriculture
Committee and is the Chairman of the Sub-
committee on Risk Management, Specialty
Corps and Research. Because of his position
on the Agriculture Committee, TOM is able to
look out for the interests of the soybean and
corn growers in his district. For example, TOM
is a vocal supporter of the use of ethanol,
which is produced from Illinois prairie grain. In
fact, in 1998, because of TOM’s strong support
and tireless efforts, the federal subsidy for eth-
anol was extended to the year 2007. In addi-
tion to protecting the interests of Illinois farm-
ers, TOM has been an advocate for farmers
across our nation. TOM, a farm owner, knows
firsthand the needs and concerns of America’s
farmers and has successfully encouraged
Congress to help farmers in rural America.

TOM has served the constituents of the Fif-
teen Congressional District of Illinois well. TOM
has also served the nation well. TOM has been
an active leader on a number of national
issues, ranging from crime prevention, welfare
reform, preserving Social Security, balancing
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the budget, promoting economic growth, rec-
ognizing our nation’s veterans, improving edu-
cation and improving health care. Personally,
I want to thank TOM for his work on changing
the Health Care Financing Administration’s
policy regarding Medicare coverage of insulin
infusion pumps. Because of TOM’s efforts,
many diabetics and senior citizens on limited
incomes will now be able to afford this needed
device. The American Association of Diabetes
Educators reports that the use of the insulin
pump will result in a substantial reducing of
many long-term complications of diabetes.
This is great news in the fight against diabetes
in this country.

TOM has an impressive record of service to
this nation. Not only did TOM serve in the U.S.
House of Representatives for five terms, but
he also served for 17 years in the Illinois
House of Representative. In addition, he is a
veteran, having served in the U.S. Army. I
want to thank TOM for all of his service to the
State of Illinois and the United States. His
leadership and valuable contributions on a
number of issues will be sorely missed. I wish
him the best of luck in all of his future endeav-
ors.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor
for me to rise today to join my colleagues in
paying special tribute to my good friend and
colleague from Illinois, Mr. TOM EWING. Mr.
EWING and I have served together on both the
Science and Transportation and Infrastructure
Committees. We have worked on many bipar-
tisan issues to improve our nation and home
state of Illinois including the promotion of eth-
anol use and production as well as many
transportation initiatives.

TOM EWING has represented the 15th Dis-
trict and State of Illinois well over the past
decade. Mr. EWING began his distinguished
career as an attorney, having graduated from
John Marshall Law School in 1968. As a
member of the House of Representatives he
worked hard to ensure his constituents were
well represented.

Mr. Speaker, TOM EWING has served this in-
stitution well and he will be greatly missed. I
wish Mr. EWING and his family well in the
years to come.

f

ACCOMPLISHMENTS AND
CONCERNS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GOODLING). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
METCALF) is recognized for 18 minutes
as the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, tonight
I address the House and the Nation for
what is probably the last time. I am
proud of the accomplishments during
my tenure here. Welfare reform in-
stantly comes to mind. Effectively
dedicating the gas tax fund to trans-
portation was another milestone.
While, regrettably, government spend-
ing continues to increase, the rate of
that increase slowed by about 50 per-
cent during the last 6 years, giving
confidence to Wall Street and staving
off the budgetary meltdown that we
were headed for. It is possible that that
was only delayed, not eliminated, how-
ever.

There is much more to be done in
many areas. I frankly am very con-

cerned about the future of this Nation
and its great people. The sovereignty of
the United States is at risk. Super-
national trade agreements, including
WTO, NAFTA, and GATT, are remov-
ing the ability of this Nation to set its
own economic policy, giving power to
unelected foreign bureaucrats to make
important decisions about how we live,
including the power to abrogate laws
enacted constitutionally by the peo-
ple’s representatives.

This is being done in the name of free
trade, a classroom abstract concept
which gives the impression that trade
takes place between free, unfettered in-
dividuals on a level playing field who
just happen to live in different coun-
tries. In the real world, there is no such
thing as free trade. Other nations of
the world have had this understanding.
Look closely at the trade strategy of
Japan, who has penetrated and come to
dominate market after market in the
U.S., when my friends in Washington
State are struggling, even today, just
to export a few apples to that part of
the country.

It was the constitutionally delegated
role of Congress by the Founders to
make sure that the American people
had the opportunity for fair trade with
peoples in other nations of the world.
We have now given that role to super-
national organizations conceived by in-
dividuals who have as their long-term
objectives the erasure of national bor-
ders. I cannot understand Republicans
who claim to be in the political arena
to oppose Big Government who are sup-
porting initiatives that are moving us
step by step to the biggest government
of all: world government. We must op-
pose the rise of these world institu-
tions.

The International Criminal Court
poses another danger to our sov-
ereignty. We must never allow a body
outside of our system of representative
government to impose rules on us with-
out our constitutional protections, to
be given the power to tax our citizens
or the power to subpoena or to summon
to court.

The world is still a very dangerous
place. Life, liberty and property imper-
fectly but continually manifested in
these United States are concepts that
are not even understood as we under-
stand them in most parts of the world.

I am encouraged by the spread of de-
mocracy around the world, but the
right to vote does not in and of itself
assure freedom for the individual, the
right to hold property, the right to
exist as a minority in that state. Most
of the world’s societies are today ruled
by tightly held oligarchies that can
still override the rule of law. We must
encourage the citizens of other nations,
but we must not put our constitutional
system of government at risk by ex-
perimenting with world institutions
given police powers.

I am also concerned about the con-
centration of power at home, both in
the growing size of the Federal Govern-
ment and the number of regulations

not passed by this body, but by the
unelected bureaucrats, and by the
growing concentration of wealth in
fewer and fewer hands. We have seen
great prosperity for the wealthiest
Americans and to a lesser degree, for
about a third or so of what have tradi-
tionally been the middle class. I truly
fear for what we once called the lower
middle class. I fear for the future and
the sovereignty of this Nation as our
manufacturing base, which once paid
the salaries of that portion of the mid-
dle class, continues to erode. That is
why, despite my lifelong Repub-
licanism and my conservative political
philosophy, I have sought to be an ad-
vocate for trade unionism in this Con-
gress to truly conserve our way of life,
to preserve our large middle class
which has been the economic and
moral strength of this Nation. We need
to maintain a balance of interests in
our society.

In the 1950s, when the labor move-
ment was riding high, I felt they had
too much power and I opposed many of
their initiatives. This has not been the
case for the last 20 years. While the
growth of government has increased
the power of government unions, a
mixed blessing for the country, there
has been a steady decline in the size
and influence of the trade unions, and
I fear for the working families of this
Nation because of this fact.

The rise of the large multinationals
and the ideology of world institutions
has been devastating to our working
people who now have to compete
against workers who can make as little
as 8 cents an hour. What are we think-
ing of as a Nation? What happened to
the understanding that ultimately, as
a society, we must be judged by how
those at the bottom are treated, not
those at the top?

This economic upheaval has affected
family relations and has increased the
divorce rate. Mothers taken out of the
home to work has increased juvenile
delinquency, decreased parental in-
volvement in public schools and in
their children’s education, and torn the
fabric of hundreds of working-class
neighborhoods around our land.

As a Republican who supported
Davis-Bacon, who opposed striker re-
placement, who has fought to maintain
the 40-hour work week protections,
who opposed the Team Act, who stood
with labor on every direct trade union
issue since I have been in this Con-
gress, I would say to the union move-
ment, to the labor movement, as true
partisanship, be wary of your so-called
friends in the Democratic Party who
continue to use the social welfare lan-
guage of the New Deal, but who have
been at least as much at fault as Re-
publicans for undermining the wage
base of our people through these trade
agreements.

I want to talk for a minute about im-
migration. Most politicians do not
want to talk about immigration. They
would like the subject to go away. I do
not blame anyone for wanting to come
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to America. I count among my friends
and supporters very good people from
almost every country around the globe
who have arrived here in the last 20
years or so. But we must get away from
the suicidal notion that this Nation
does not have a right to set an immi-
gration policy that favors first and
foremost the people who are already
here and, secondly, must absolutely
maintain the sanctity of our borders. A
nation without borders is no nation at
all. Politicians are, in the main, quick
to condemn illegal immigration. How-
ever, the Justice Department has been
very slow to put a program in place, a
meaningful program, to stop the literal
invasion of our territory. I do not fault
the line officers of the border patrol.
They are some of the finest public serv-
ants that I have met in public life. I be-
lieve there has not been a real commit-
ment made by our government to stop-
ping illegal immigration, and I believe
this must change.

I am very discouraged that the labor
movement, in particular, no longer ac-
knowledges the obvious fact that the
levels of immigration, legal and illegal,
that we have experienced in the last
few years, coupled with our trade pol-
icy, has been a downward driver on
wage rates for working people and that
folks in the poorest parts of this Na-
tion have seen their housing costs rise
or have lost the opportunity for hous-
ing at all, due to the mass of immigra-
tion this country is now experiencing.

I am also discouraged that the lead-
ership of the environmental movement
is ignoring the obvious fact that the
rate of immigration we are experi-
encing now with its accompanying high
birth rate, will result in a population
of about 450 million Americans by the
year 2050; 450 million. I find this totally
unacceptable. A cabal of self-serving
immigration trial lawyers,
transnational corporations who crave
cheap labor and neo-Marxists who seek
a new constituency to poison are driv-
ing our immigration policy, and in this
area of political correctness, politi-
cians are afraid to speak out against it,
even though every poll taken in recent
times shows the American people of all
ethnic backgrounds to be opposed to
the current immigration level of near-
ly 1 million legal immigrants a year.

I am sure a majority of the rank and
file in labor, a majority in the environ-
mental movement, and a majority in
the conservative movement oppose our
current immigration policy. They must
find their voice and their courage if we
are going to maintain our social cohe-
sion and quality of life.

Environmental issues have been on
my mind of late. Because I believe that
many of these issues are better handled
at the State and local level, my polit-
ical opponents, including the League of
Conservation Voters, have labeled me
less than a conservationist. As one who
authorized the recycling plan for Wash-
ington State, which is a model for this
Nation, who passed the shellfish pro-
tection act in our State, who fought

the large corporations for the water
quality of Puget Sound, who worked
with Democrats for tougher pesticide
controls, I guess I have resented that
label. I am very sorry both parties did
not take the time and opportunity to
pass meaningful pipeline safety regula-
tions in this Congress.

The recent debate in some of the
press reports seem to point at my par-
ty’s leadership as culprits, but the fact
is, the entire Senate supported what
ended up to be little more than an in-
dustry bill and only a few Democrats in
our body made any real effort to move
this issue until fairly recently. I do not
mean to disparage the Senators from
Washington State. There would have
been no meaningful debate in the Sen-
ate on this issue without Senator
PATTY MURRAY and Senator SLADE
GORTON.

Our pipeline system is aging. Much of
it once rural has now been encroached
by urban sprawl. In addition, we now
have an understanding of sensitive en-
vironmental areas we did not have 50
years ago when these pipelines began
operating.
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The three things that the pipeline in-
dustry does not want must happen to
ensure pipeline safety in America. We
must restore Federal certification of
pipeline fieldworkers, we must require
government monitored periodic test-
ing, and we must allow the States to
use their resources to bolster the tiny
number of Federal inspectors. I regret
that a bill that I sponsored a year ago,
reintroduced with the support of the
entire Washington State delegation,
which contained all of these features
did not get the hearing it deserved.

I want to thank Senator PATTY MUR-
RAY for working with me on the North-
west Straits Initiative, a model pro-
gram where Federal dollars meet local
community groups determined to pro-
tect the shoreline environment of this
national treasure located wholly with-
in Washington State. Speaking with a
regional voice, it has the potential to
awaken public officials and local citi-
zens alike to their duty to protect this
priceless area. I also want to thank
Senator SLADE GORTON for his work be-
hind the scenes to ensure Federal fund-
ing for this worthy project.

I am grieved to have accurately
warned the Nation about the impend-
ing return of commercial whaling as a
worldwide practice. We must redouble
our efforts to prevent this from occur-
ring. Cynical international commercial
interests have used indigenous groups
such as the Makah Indian tribe in my
State as pawns in this greed-driven
step backwards. Last year, one whale
was killed and at least one other was
injured.

I will speak on the Second Amend-
ment and the constitutional rights to
keep and bear arms. Let us think back
to the beginning of our Nation. Why
were the British troops marching out
of Boston on the road to Lexington and

Concord in the predawn darkness of
April 18, 1775? They were there because
they had heard correctly that the colo-
nists were stockpiling arms and ammu-
nition in that area. The British were
on their way to capture and destroy
these guns.

The colonies had increasing con-
frontations with the British King: the
stamp tax, the closing the port of Bos-
ton, the intolerable acts. They had a
lot of trouble with the British King.
But they were still loyal British sub-
jects.

But when they came to take away
our guns, we went to war. When we won
that war and wrote the Constitution,
the Second Amendment, the amend-
ment was the right to keep and bear
arms.

Finally, I want to return to the fun-
damental question of great significance
for all Americans, money. Does anyone
believe that it would be possible to re-
duce our national debt by $600 billion
and reduce our annual interest pay-
ments by $30 billion with no harm to
anyone nor to any program? That
sounds too good to be true, does it not?
But it is true. It is simple, and it is
possible.

Most people have little knowledge
about how money systems work and
are not aware that an honest money
system would result in great savings to
the people. We really can cut our na-
tional debt by $600 billion and reduce
our Federal interest payments by $30
billion a year again with no harm to
anyone.

One of the problems is we pay inter-
est on our paper money in circulation
now. We pay interest on the bonds that
are said to back our paper currency;
that is, the Federal Reserve notes. This
unnecessary cost is $100 per person per
year in our country, an absolutely un-
necessary cost, because we rent our
paper money from the Fed. That is
what we are paying the rent or inter-
est.

Why are our citizens paying $100 per
person to rent the Federal Reserve’s
money when the United States Treas-
ury could issue the paper money ex-
actly like it issues our coins today?
The coins are minted by the Treasury
and essentially sent into circulation at
face value.

The Treasury will make a profit of
$880 million this year from the issue of
the first 1 billion of the new gold-col-
ored dollar coins. If we use the same
method to issue our paper money as we
do for our coins, the Treasury could re-
alize a profit on the bill sufficient to
reduce the national debt by $600 billion
and reduce the annual interest pay-
ments by $30 billion. In other words,
Federal Reserve notes are the official
liabilities of the Federal Reserve. Over
$600 billion in U.S. bonds is held by the
Fed as backing of these notes.

The Federal Reserve collects the in-
terest on these bonds from the U.S.
Government and returns most of it to
the Treasury. So, in effect, there is a
tax on our money of about $100 per per-
son.
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Is there a simple and inexpensive way

to convert this costly, illogical and
convoluted system into a logical sys-
tem which pays no interest directly or
indirectly on our money in circulation?
Yes, there is. Congress must require
the U.S. Treasury to issue our cash,
our paper money.

The simplest way to solve this prob-
lem is for Congress to declare that the
Federal Reserve notes are, in fact, U.S.
Treasury currency. This simple act
would reduce our national debt by over
$600 billion and reduce the annual gov-
ernment expenditures by $30 billion
each year.

f

MYTH OF THE BUDGET SURPLUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GOODLING). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAY-
LOR) is recognized for the remainder of
the time until midnight.

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM) for
joining me in this.

Mr. Speaker, let me begin by thank-
ing the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. GOODLING) for the great job he has
done of serving our country over the
many years. He has represented his
District in Pennsylvania with great
distinction, and we are all going to
miss him, and he is a good sport to stay
here so late tonight on what could pos-
sibly be the last week of his service to
our Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I really came to talk
about the myth of the budget surplus.
When folks stop me on the street back
home, it is a very common question to
ask me, where does their tax money go.
Without exception, people are shocked
to learn that the biggest expense to
their Nation is interest on the national
debt.

See, today our Nation squandered $1
billion of your money on interest on
the national debt. We did the same
thing yesterday, the day before that,
the day before that. We will do it to-
morrow, the day after that. Every day
for the rest of your life, your Nation
will squander $1 billion on interest on
the national debt until we pay it off.

That is pretty mind boggling. The
biggest expense to our Nation last
year, interest on the national debt, was
$360 billion. So when we hear people
talk about the surplus, we have got to
kind of wonder where it all came from.

I know one of the sources. It was an
ad run in the paper, the USA Today,
dated December 12, 1995. It is a photo of
the former chairman of the Republican
National Committee Hailey Barbour,
who said ‘‘Heard the one about the Re-
publicans cutting Medicare? It is a mil-
lion dollars challenge.’’

He offers a million dollars to some-
one who could prove the following
statement false. ‘‘Here is why you have
no chance for the million dollars. Re-
publican National Committee will
present a cashier’s check of $1 million

to the first American who can prove
the following statement is false: In No-
vember of 1995, U.S. House and Senate
passed a balanced budget bill, period. It
increases the total Federal spending on
Medicare by more than 50 percent from
1995 to 2002, pursuant to the Congres-
sional Budget Office standards. Re-
sponses must be postmarked by Decem-
ber 20, 1995.’’

So that was the budget that was
going to be for the fiscal year of 1996.
The key here is, it said they passed a
balanced budget bill. Congress can only
appropriate money for 1 year at a time.
So a balanced budget, as all of us know
from our household checkbooks, is
when we spend no more than we collect
in taxes.

It may surprise my fellow citizens,
after the chairman of the Republican
National Committee made such a
statement and such a challenge that,
in that year, the fiscal year increase to
the public debt was $250,828,000,000. The
Nation spent $250 billion more than
they collected in taxes that year that
they claim to have balanced the budg-
et. So maybe it took a little bit longer
than they thought.

So in fiscal year 1997, the Nation
spent $188,335,000,000 more than it col-
lected in taxes. A year later, the Na-
tion spent $113,046,000,000 more than it
collected in taxes. This is 3 years since
Mr. Barbour’s promise that the Nation
had a balanced budget. The following
year, the Nation spent $130,077,000,000
more than they collected in taxes.

So when I presented Mr. Barbour
with the information that it was not a
balanced budget, his response was, not
only not to pay me, but to sue me for
answering his challenge that was in a
nationwide publication. That is Repub-
lican accountability. That is Repub-
lican honesty. It makes one kind of
wonder, does it not?

In fairness to Mr. Barbour, that was
not the only year. I think it is impor-
tant that we be honest, that I be hon-
est. I came to the House floor at the
end of July and said that, for this fiscal
year, so far, the Nation was running an
$11 billion annual operating deficit. I
came back in August, actually in the
month of September, and showed where
the Nation was running a $22 billion
annual operating deficit.

In fairness, I have to mention that
something that I guess every Congress-
man should be at least partially happy
about, we did finish the fiscal year that
ended September 30, 2000 with an $8 bil-
lion surplus, but only after, incredibly,
record collections of $157 billion and
expenditures of $125 billion. See, they
were able to slow down spending for
that 1 month to make up for that $22
billion.

One of the ways they slowed down
spending, interestingly enough, we
hear all this talk about being for a
strong national defense, is they de-
layed the pay for the troops from the
last of September to the 1st of October.
So that bill did not go towards last
year, it goes towards this year. So this

year’s deficit will be even bigger. But
last year’s deficit turned into a surplus
by that accounting gimmick and oth-
ers.

So I guess something that I am very
proud of, having run on the basis of
trying to balance the budget, is that,
for the first time in what we think is 30
years, the Nation ran the smallest of
surpluses, about $8 billion out of a $1.5
trillion budget.

We hear talk of big surpluses. But
those surpluses are all in the trust
funds: the Social Security Trust Fund,
the Medicare Trust Fund, the Military
Retirees Trust Fund, the Black Lung
Trust Fund, the Federal Employees
Trust Fund. These are all monies that
have been collected for a special pur-
pose, and people trust us to set that
money aside and spend it only for that
purpose. To spend it on anything else,
to give it away to someone else in a tax
break is a violation of that trust.

Someone who has understood the
issue of the tax breaks and their im-
pact on the Federal trust funds better
than anyone else in this House is the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM).

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM).

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding to
me. I thank him for taking this time.

I will serve notice to our colleagues
that we are going to be doing a lot of
talking about this over the next 1, 2, 3,
4, 5, or 6 days. Tomorrow we will pass
a rule that will provide for six 24-hour
continuing resolutions. Just as the
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAY-
LOR) has talked very accurately about
the last 12 months, what is seemingly
passing over this body and the leader-
ship of this House is what we are doing
in the next 12 months.

The 106th Congress is on track to in-
crease appropriations, spending, for do-
mestic programs at the fastest rate
this year since the budget act was first
passed in 1974.
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Now, all year long my friend from

Mississippi and I and other Blue Dogs
have been on this floor calling for a
compromise in the budget that can be
supported by both sides of the aisle.
The Republican budget called for $600
billion in budget authority and $625 bil-
lion in outlays. The President proposed
$624 billion in budget authority and
$637 billion in outlays and colleague
after colleague from the other side of
the aisle has bent over speaking and
decrying the big spending of this ad-
ministration. Only yesterday the Sen-
ate appropriations committee chair-
man, Mr. STEVENS, proposed a com-
promise discretionary cap of $637 bil-
lion in budget authority and $645 bil-
lion in outlays in order to get us out of
here. That is $8 billion more than the
President has proposed to spend this
year. The blame game is going on now.
We have heard just tonight from both
sides of the aisle about who is at fault
and who is doing what, and as my col-
league has pointed out, we spent a good
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part of this year on how big our tax
cuts were going to be.

Completely overlooked in all of this
discussion and debate for the last 3 or
4 months is what we are actually doing
on spending. According to the Concord
Coalition, with what we are about to
do under the leadership of the House,
two-thirds of this projected surplus for
the next 10 years, two-thirds will have
already been spent before we adjourn
either Saturday, Sunday, Monday or
Tuesday. Two-thirds will have been
spent. I do not understand my friends
in the leadership of this House that
somehow believe that you can take in-
dividual spending bills absolutely in a
blind trust of just saying because we
are doing 13 individual spending bills
that the sum total does not add up to
what we are talking about tonight; just
as my friend from Mississippi accu-
rately points out that we barely ran a
surplus this past year, and there is
credit on both sides of the aisle that
are deserving for that, and I readily
grant my friends on the other side of
the aisle their share of the credit for
that. But I do not understand how we
can see some of the charts and posters
that we will see over the next several
days bragging about this history while
at the same time we are spending it for
next year.

We are going to talk about raising
the caps and we are going to try to slip
it on to another bill tomorrow, finally
acknowledging that the caps that we
put in in the 1997 balanced budget
agreement were unrealistic. I wish we
were going to do more than 1 year. In
fact, we will be on the floor tomorrow
and the next day and the next day say-
ing, ‘‘Let’s put another 5-year realistic
cap on spending. Let’s not just do it for
one year.’’ And oh, by the way, when
we talk about the spending and the
blame game starts around, let me point
out, according to Senator JOHN
MCCAIN, $21 billion of this $645 billion
which is $8 billion more than the Presi-
dent proposed that we spend, $21 billion
of that is for add-on earmarks that my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle are
bragging about on a regular basis.

I think it is going to be interesting
when the smoke finally clears and we
see where that $21 billion was spent,
how much that is going to detract from
the $2.3 billion non-Social Security sur-
plus that we will have to deal with in
the next Congress, and as we listen to
both candidates for President, where
are we going to find the money to have
the tax cuts that one proposes or the
spending increases that the other pro-
poses when this Congress willhave al-
ready spent the money? And as my col-
league from Mississippi points out, we
are getting carried away with these
surpluses. We just barely got into the
black this last year when we consider
all of the obligations that we have in
this body to future generations.

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Again
for those of you on the West Coast, this
is almost 10 minutes to midnight in
Washington so I not only thank my

colleague for staying up so late but all
the employees of the House.

I know there is a lot of mistrust
about government. I would ask people
who question these numbers to
access their computers
www.publicdebt.treas.gov and look for
yourself. One of the big lies is that the
public debt is going down. The fact of
the matter is in the 1 year between
September 30 of 1999 and September 30
of 2000, the public debt increased from
$5,656,271,000,000 to $5,674,178,000,000. I
realize that is pretty mind-boggling for
almost everyone, but that is what it
looks like on a chart. It continues to
go up. And again as long as we owe
money, we have to pay interest on that
debt just like every other business and
every other individual and that inter-
est payment is $1 billion a day. If you
want to access these numbers, it is
www.publicdebt.treas.gov/
opd.opdpenny.htm.

Folks, that is what your debt looks
like today. So before any of my col-
leagues talk about huge spending in-
creases or any presidential candidate,
or any of my colleagues start talking
about huge tax cuts, this is what we
owe. If you were to look at this in 1980,
it would have read about $1 trillion in-
stead of 5. That means that $4.674 tril-
lion of that debt has been added in this
generation’s lifetime.

I as a father am not going to stick
my kids with my bills. I would ask that
those people who seek the highest of-
fice of the land, the President of the
United States, do not stick their kids
with their bills. I would ask that my
fellow Congressmen and the Members
of the other body, do not forget these
numbers and let us not stick the next
generation of Americans with this gen-
eration’s bills. Before we talk about big
spending increases, before we talk
about big tax cuts, let us pay off the
debt that has been run up in our life-
time and let us start defending the Na-
tion in a way that in reality matches
the rhetoric.

I would tell the gentleman from
Texas that when the Republican major-
ity took over Congress, there were 392
ships in the American fleet. Today the
number of ships in the United States
Navy are 318. They talk about the big
defense increases, but as a matter of
fact the last 6 years that the Demo-
crats ran the House, we funded 56 new
warships. In the first 6 years that they
have run the House, they funded only
33. For all the rhetoric about being
tough on defense, good for defense, the
Republican Congress built fewer ships
in their first 6 years than the Demo-
crats did in our last 6. Even this year
they talk about President Clinton
being weak on defense. President Clin-
ton asked the Congress to fund eight
ships. The Congress only funded six.
The United States Navy is now the
smallest it has been since 1933. So in
addition to not balancing the budget,
they have failed to look out for the
common defense.

Mr. Barbour, I hope you are watching
tonight. I have still got your ad; you

have still got my letter. You still owe
me a million dollars. I realize you
found a judge up here in Washington
that said, yeah, that wasn’t really for
real, but when someone runs a state-
ment in a national publication chal-
lenging people to prove them false and
have their statements proved false not
just for 1 year or even 2 years but for
1 year, 2 years, 3 years, 4 years run-
ning, then I have proven your state-
ment false. And if you are a man of
your word and if your party is a party
of its word since you are making such
a big deal of credibility and honesty
and trustworthiness, then I think you
ought to keep your word and honor
your pledge. For my part, after I paid
the lawyer that I had to go hire be-
cause you sued me, the remainder will
go to the University of Southern Mis-
sissippi so we can educate a lot of good
kids back home.

f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. BECERRA (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of
business in the district.

Mr. STUPAK (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of dis-
trict-related business.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (at the re-
quest of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today and
October 25 on account of personal busi-
ness.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. KLECZKA) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. CLAY, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes,

today.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Mrs. THURMAN, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. PICKETT, for 5 minutes, today.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. GIBBONS) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. GRANGER, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,

today and October 25, 26, 27.
Mr. EWING, for 5 minutes, October 25.
Mr. WELDON of Florida, for 5 minutes,

today.
Mr. GOSS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mrs. MORELLA, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. HUNTER, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. PITTS, for 5 minutes, October 25.
Mr. BUYER, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. HANSEN, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. COBURN, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. SMITH of Michigan, for 5 minutes,

today.
Mr. LAHOOD, for 5 minutes, October

25.
Mr. CRANE, for 5 minutes, October 25.
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Mr. MANZULLO, for 5 minutes, Octo-

ber 25.
Mr. WELLER, for 5 minutes, October

25.
Mrs. BIGGERT, for 5 minutes, October

25.
Mr. HOEKSTRA, for 5 minutes, October

25.
Mr. LATHAM, for 5 minutes, October

25.
Mr. KINGSTON, for 5 minutes, October

25.
Mr. KNOLLENBERG, for 5 minutes, Oc-

tober 25.
Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut, for 5

minutes, October 25.
The following Member (at her own re-

quest) to revise and extend her re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-
utes, today.

f

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee
on House Administration, reported
that that committee had examined and
found truly enrolled bills of the House
of the following titles, which were
thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 209. An act to improve the ability of
Federal agencies to license federally owned
inventions.

H.R. 2961. An act to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to authorize a 3-
year pilot program under which the Attor-
ney General may extend the period for vol-
untary departure in the case of certain non-
immigrant aliens who require medical treat-
ment in the United States and were admitted
under the visa waiver pilot program, and for
other purposes.

H.R. 3671. An act to amend the Pittman-
Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act and the
Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish Restoration Act
to enhance the funds available for grants to
States for fish and wildlife conservation
projects, to reauthorize and amend the Na-
tional Fish and Wildlife Foundation Estab-
lishment Act, to commemorate the centen-
nial of the establishment of the first na-
tional wildlife refuge in the United States on
March 14, 1903, and for other purposes.

H.R. 4068. An act to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to extend for an ad-
ditional 3 years the special immigrant reli-
gious worker program.

H.R. 4110. An act to amend title 44, United
States Code, to authorize appropriations for
the National Historical Publications and
Records Commission for fiscal years 2002
through 2005.

H.R. 4320. An act to assist in the conserva-
tion of great apes by supporting and pro-
viding financial resources for the conserva-
tion programs of countries within the range
of great apes and projects of persons with
demonstrated expertise in the conservation
of great apes.

H.R. 4392. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2001 for intelligence and
intelligence-related activities for the United
States Government, the Community Man-
agement Account, and the Central Intel-
ligence Agency Retirement and Disability
System, and for other purposes.

H.R. 4835. An act to authorize the exchange
of land between the Secretary of the Interior
and the Director of Central Intelligence at
the George Washington Memorial Parkway
in McLean, Virginia, and for other purposes.

H.R. 5234. An act to amend the Hmong Vet-
erans’ Naturalization Act of 2000 to extend

the applicability of the Act to certain former
spouses of deceased Hmong veterans.

f

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 55 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, October 25, 2000,
at 10 a.m.

f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

10693. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule—Olives
Grown in California; Modification to Handler
Membership on the California Olive Com-
mittee [Docket No. FV00–932–3–FR] received
October 23, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

10694. A letter from the Chief, Military
Justice Division, Air Force Legal Services
Agency, Department of the Air Force, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Delivery of Personnel
to United States Civilian Authorities for
Trial (RIN: 0701–AA60) received October 23,
2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Armed Services.

10695. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulations Management, Department of
Veterans Affairs, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Increase in Rates Payable
Under the Montgomery GI Bill—Selected Re-
serve (RIN: 2900–AJ88) received October 19,
2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Armed Services.

10696. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program (NFIP); In-
surance Coverage and Rates (RIN: 3067–AD01)
received October 20, 2000, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Banking and Financial Services.

10697. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Medical Devices; Exemption From Pre-
market Notification; Class II Devices;
Triiodothyronine Test System [Docket No.
OOP–1280] received October 23, 2000, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Commerce.

10698. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Medical Devices; Labeling for Menstrual
Tampon for the ‘‘Ultra’’ Absorbency [Docket
No. 98N–0970] received October 23, 2000, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Commerce.

10699. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Division of Market Regulations, Securities
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s final rule—Amendments to
Rule 9b-1 under the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934 Relating to the Options Disclosure
Document (RIN: 3235–AH30) received October
20, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Commerce.

10700. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a report
on the status of efforts to obtain Iraq’s com-

pliance with the resolutions adopted by the
U.N. Security Council, pursuant to 50 U.S.C.
1541; (H. Doc. No. 106–304); to the Committee
on International Relations and ordered to be
printed.

10701. A letter from the Assistant Sec-
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting notification of a pro-
posed license for the export of major defense
equipment sold commercially under a con-
tract to Greece [Transmittal No. DTC 081–
00], pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(c); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

10702. A letter from the Chairman, Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts, transmitting
a report on the Commercial Activities Inven-
tory—FY 2000; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

10703. A letter from the General Counsel,
National Credit Union Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Civil Monetary Penalty Inflation Ad-
justment—received October 20, 2000, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

10704. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Office of Enforcement, trans-
mitting the Commission’s final rule—Revi-
sion of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Enforcement Policy—received October 20,
2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

10705. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, FAA, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 757–200
Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2000–NM–286–
AD; Amendment 39–11927; AD 2000–20–16]
(RIN: 2120–AA64) received October 23, 2000,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

10706. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator for Procurement, National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s final rule—Final
Indirect Cost Rates—received October 23,
2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Science.

10707. A letter from the Assistant Sec-
retary for Legislative Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting a report on the Presi-
dential Determination 2000–02, the President
has exercised the authority provided to him
and has issued the required determination to
waive certain restrictions on the mainte-
nance of a Palestine Liberation Organization
(PLO) Office and on expediture of PLO funds
for a period of six months; jointly to the
Committees on International Relations and
Appropriations.

f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of

committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. ARCHER: Committee on Ways and
Means. H.R. 4857. A bill to amend the Social
Security Act to enhance privacy protections
for individuals, to prevent fraudulent misuse
of the Social Security account number, and
to provide additional safeguards for Social
Security and Supplemental Security Income
beneficiaries with representative payees, and
for other purposes; with an amendment
(Rept. 106–996 Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. CALLAHAN: Committee of Conference.
Conference report on H.R. 4811. A bill mak-
ing appropriations for foreign operations, ex-
port financing, and related programs for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2001, and for
other purposes (Rept. 106–997). Ordered to be
printed.
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Mr. LINDER: Committee on Rules. House

Resolution 646. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of certain joint resolutions mak-
ing further continuing appropriations for the
fiscal year 2001, and for other purposes (Rept.
106–998). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART: Committee on Rules
House Resolution 647. Resolution waiving
points of order against the conference report
to accompany the bill (H.R. 4811) making ap-
propriations for foreign operations, export fi-
nancing, and related programs for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2001, and for other
purposes (Rept. 106–999). Referred to the
House Calendar.

Mr. GOSS: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 648. Resolution waiving points of
order against the conference report to ac-
company the bill (S. 835) to encourage the
restoration of estuary habitat through more
efficient project financing and enhanced co-
ordination of Federal and non-Federal res-
toration programs, and for other purposes
(Rept. 106–1000). Referred to the House Cal-
endar.

f

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED
BILL

Pursuant to clause 5 of rule X the fol-
lowing action was taken by the Speak-
er:

H.R. 4857. Referral to the Committee on
the Judiciary, Banking and Financial Serv-
ices, and Commerce extended for a period
ending not later than October 25, 2000.

f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. CALLAHAN:
H.R. 5526. A bill making appropriations for

foreign operations, export financing, and re-
lated programs for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2001, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. THUNE:
H.R. 5527. A bill to provide assistance for

efforts to improve conservation of, recre-
ation in, erosion control of, and maintenance
of fish and wildlife habitat of the Missouri
River in the State of South Dakota, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, and in addition
to the Committee on Resources, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. THUNE:
H.R. 5528. A bill to authorize the construc-

tion of a Wakpa Sica Reconciliation Place in
Fort Pierre, South Dakota, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Resources.

By Mr. HAYWORTH (for himself, Mr.
STUMP, Mr. KOLBE, Mr. PASTOR, Mr.
SALMON, and Mr. SHADEGG):

H.R. 5529. A bill to provide for adjustments
to the Central Arizona Project in Arizona,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Resources.

By Mr. KINGSTON:
H.R. 5530. A bill to extend for 1 additional

year the period for which chapter 12 of title
11 of the United States Code is reenacted; to
provide for additional temporary bankruptcy
judges, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KUCINICH (for himself and Mr.
FILNER):

H.R. 5531. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to impose a windfall profit
tax on electricity, and for other purposes; to

the Committee on Ways and Means, and in
addition to the Committee on Commerce, for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mrs. LOWEY:
H.R. 5532. A bill to amend the Federal

Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require
that foods containing known allergens bear
labeling that states that fact and the names
of the allergens; to the Committee on Com-
merce.

By Mrs. MORELLA (for herself, Mrs.
LOWEY, Mr. PORTER, Ms. MILLENDER-
MCDONALD, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BROWN
of Ohio, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mrs.
MALONEY of New York, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. POMEROY, and Ms. WOOLSEY):

H.R. 5533. A bill to increase the United
States financial and programmatic contribu-
tions to advancing the status of women and
girls in low-income countries around the
world, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. OXLEY:
H.R. 5534. A bill providing that State and

local laws prohibiting or otherwise restrict-
ing economic activity with foreign countries
are null and void; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

By Mr. ROHRABACHER:
H.R. 5535. A bill to enhance and restore the

coastal resources of the United States; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and in addition to the Committees
on Science, and Resources, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr.
ARMEY, Mr. DELAY, Mr. STUMP, Mr.
HUNTER, Mr. COX, Mrs. FOWLER, Mr.
THORNBERRY, and Mr. HAYES):

H.R. 5536. A bill to declare the policy of the
United States with respect to deployment of
a National Missile Defense System; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida:
H.J. Res. 115. A joint resolution making

further continuing appropriations for the fis-
cal year 2001, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida:
H.J. Res. 116. A joint resolution making

further continuing appropriations for the fis-
cal year 2001, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida:
H.J. Res. 117. A joint resolution making

further continuing appropriations for the fis-
cal year 2001, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida:
H.J. Res. 118. A joint resolution making

further continuing appropriations for the fis-
cal year 2001, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida:
H.J. Res. 119. A joint resolution making

further continuing appropriations for the fis-
cal year 2001, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida:
H.J. Res. 120. A joint resolution making

further continuing appropriations for the fis-
cal year 2001, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. WALDEN of Oregon (for him-
self, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr.
DELAY, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico,
Mr. GIBBONS, Mrs. CHENOWETH-HAGE,

Mr. BOYD, Mr. MCINNIS, and Mr.
SIMPSON):

H. Con. Res. 434. Concurrent resolution
commending the men and women who fought
the year 2000 wildfires for their heroic efforts
in protecting human lives and safety and
limiting property losses; to the Committee
on Resources.

By Mr. ORTIZ (for himself, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, Mr. REYES, Mr.
RODRIGUEZ, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr.
SERRANO, Mr. PASTOR, Mr. BECERRA,
Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr.
ROMERO-BARCELO, Mr. UNDERWOOD,
Mr. HINOJOSA, Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and Mr.
BACA):

H. Con. Res. 435. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing and honoring Ernesto Antonio
‘‘Tito’’ Puente Jr.; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. CRANE:
H. Res. 644. A resolution providing for the

concurrence by the House, with an amend-
ment, in the amendment of the Senate to
H.R. 4868; considered and agreed to.

By Mr. CRANE:
H. Res. 645. A resolution returning to the

Senate the bill S. 1109; considered and agreed
to.

By Mr. HALL of Ohio (for himself, Mrs.
EMERSON, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Ms.
KAPTUR):

H. Res. 649. A resolution urging the Presi-
dent to continue efforts to support programs
and activities that provide food to the needy
and school-age children in developing coun-
tries; to the Committee on International Re-
lations.

f

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

479. The SPEAKER presented a memorial
of the House of Representatives of the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania, relative to Res-
olution 531 memorializing the United States
Congress to recognize that energy security is
a national security issue and that oil is a
powerful weapon and to develop an energy
strategy that promotes alternatives to im-
ported petroleum to meet the goal of inde-
pendence from foreign petroleum within five
years; to the Committee on Commerce.

480. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania, relative to Resolution 609 memori-
alizing the United States Congress to enact
legislation which strengthens the
MedicareChoice program by reducing admin-
istrative requirements in the program, in-
creasing payment rates to HMOs to a level
which accurately reflects the costs of pro-
viding benefits to recipients in the program
and providing for prescription drug coverage;
jointly to the Committees on Ways and
Means and Commerce.

481. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania, relative to Resolution 617 memori-
alizing the Health Care Financing Adminis-
tration and health insurers withdrawing
their Medicare HMO coverage in any county
within Pennsylvania to take immediate
steps to ensure that subscribers who live in
a county that is not impacted by the insur-
er’s withdrawal are not mistakenly dropped
from their plan; jointly to the Committees
on Ways and Means and Commerce.

f

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:
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H.R. 49: Mr. GUTIERREZ.
H.R. 531: Mr. UNDERWOOD.
H.R. 842: Ms. PRYCE of Ohio.
H.R. 860: Mr. KANJORSKI.
H.R. 1088: Mr. SABO.
H.R. 1187: Mr. VITTER.
H.R. 1200: Mr. FARR of California.
H.R. 1228: Mr. UDALL of Colorado.
H.R. 1239: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of

Texas.
H.R. 1388: Mr. SAXTON.
H.R. 1593: Mr. BOEHNER.
H.R. 1657: Mr. DOYLE.
H.R. 1697: Mr. ABERCROMBIE.
H.R. 1717: Mr. WU.
H.R. 1771: Mr. COX.
H.R. 1824: Mr. RUSH.
H.R. 1885: Mr. BACHUS.
H.R. 1997: Mr. NORWOOD.
H.R. 2000: Mr. ORTIZ.
H.R. 2321: Mr. TIERNEY.
H.R. 2457: Mr. GUTIERREZ and Mr. BAIRD.
H.R. 2741: Mr. MOAKLEY.
H.R. 2774: Ms. KILPATRICK.
H.R. 2870: Mr. INSLEE.
H.R. 2899: Mrs. MALONEY of New York.
H.R. 3147: Mr. BILBRAY.
H.R. 3408: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.
H.R. 3492: Mr. GONZALEZ.
H.R. 3872: Mr. NADLER.
H.R. 3905: Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut.
H.R. 4102: Mr. BARR of Georgia.

H.R. 4274: Mr. DOOLEY of California, Mr.
LUCAS of Kentucky, Mr. DEAL of Georgia,
Mr. ROGERS, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas, Mr. PAUL, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. SNYDER,
Mrs. NORTHUP, and Mr. SANDERS.

H.R. 4277: Mr. WAMP.
H.R. 4356: Ms. CARSON.
H.R. 4506: Mr. SAXTON.
H.R. 4552: Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island.
H.R. 4570: Mr. NORWOOD and Mr. BILBRAY.
H.R. 4677: Mr. HUTCHINSON.
H.R. 4701: Mr. BACHUS.
H.R. 4825: Ms. BALDWIN and Mr. KING.
H.R. 4939: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.
H.R. 4950: Mr. GUTIERREZ.
H.R. 4964: Mr. NORWOOD.
H.R. 4971: Mr. HASTINGS of Washington and

Mr. BEREUTER.
H.R. 5027: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut.
H.R. 5200: Mr. MCHUGH.
H.R. 5259: Mr. BARR of Georgia, Mr. LEWIS

of Georgia, Mr. BRYANT, Mr. CHAMBLISS, and
Ms. MCKINNEY.

H.R. 5268: Mr. HOEFFEL, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
and Mr. GUTIERREZ.

H.R. 5275: Mr. BILBRAY.
H.R. 5337: Mr. UNDERWOOD.
H.R. 5418: Mr. COYNE.
H.R. 5469: Mr. SHOWS and Mr. HUNTER.
H.R. 5472: Mr. STARK.
H.R. 5492: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-

fornia.

H.R. 5522: Mr. NADLER, Mr. STRICKLAND,
Mr. LAZIO, Mr. MCCOLLUM, and Mr. SOUDER.

H.J. Res. 107: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.
H. Con. Res. 337: Mr. STUMP and Mr.

SWEENEY.
H. Con. Res. 365: Mr. TAYLOR of North

Carolina.
H. Con. Res. 373: Mr. SMITH of Washington.
H. Con. Res. 426: Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr.

RODRIGUEZ, Mr. MCINNIS, Mr. WU, Mr.
COSTELLO, Mr. CLEMENT, Mr. SPRATT, Mr.
SHOWS, Mr. NORWOOD, and Mr. BECERRA.

H. Res. 309: Ms. CARSON.
H. Res. 420: Mrs. FOWLER and Mr. UNDER-

WOOD.
H. Res. 622: Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr. PAYNE, Mr.

TRAFICANT, Mr. RILEY, and Mr. GUTIERREZ.
H. Res. 635: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr.

PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. BLUMENAUER,
and Mr. GOODLING.

f

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows:

H. Con. Res. 426: Mr. ROHRABACHER.
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